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House of Representatives
The House met at 2 p.m.
The Chaplain, Rev. James David

Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

Let us pray, using the words of St.
Francis:

‘‘Lord, make us instruments of Your
peace; where there is hatred, let us sow
love, where there is injury, pardon;
where there is doubt, faith; where there
is despair, hope; where there is dark-
ness, light; and where there is sadness,
joy.

‘‘Oh, Divine Master, grant that I may
not so much seek to be consoled as to
console; to be understood as to under-
stand; to be loved as to love, for it is in
giving that we receive; it is in pardon-
ing that we are pardoned, and it is in
dying that we are born to eternal life.’’
Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from California [Mr. ROGAN] come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. ROGAN led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF
NATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION RE-
VIEW COMMISSION

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro-
visions of section 274(b)(2) of Public
Law 104–264, the Chair appoints to the

National Civil Aviation Review Com-
mission the following members on the
part of the House:

Mr. John J. O’Connor, Philadelphia,
PA;

Mr. D. Scott Yohe, Washington, DC.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON.
RICHARD A. GEPHARDT, DEMO-
CRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Hon. RICHARD A. GEPHARDT, Demo-
cratic leader:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,

Washington, DC, March 17, 1997.
Hon. NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section
274(b)(2) of Public Law 104–264, I hereby ap-
point the following individuals to the Na-
tional Civil Aviation Review Commission:
Col. Leonard Griggs (Retired) of Chester-
field, MO, Mr. John O’Brien of Lovettsville,
VA.

Yours very truly,
RICHARD A. GEPHARDT.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, March 17, 1997.
Hon. NEWT GINGRICH,
The Speaker,
U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, I
have the honor to transmit a sealed envelope
received from the White House on Friday,
March 14th at 4:35 p.m. and said to contain a
message from the President wherein he sub-

mits a 6-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to Iran.

With warm regards,
ROBIN H. CARLE,

Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives.

f

REPORT ON CONTINUING NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY WITH RE-
SPECT TO IRAN—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 105–53)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States; which was
read and, together with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on International Relations and
ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
I hereby report to the Congress on

developments concerning the national
emergency with respect to Iran that
was declared in Executive Order 12957
of March 15, 1995, and matters relating
to the measures in that order and in
Executive Order 12959 of May 6, 1995.
This report is submitted pursuant to
section 204(c) of the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act, 50
U.S.C. 1703(c) (IEEPA), section 401(c) of
the National Emergencies Act, 50
U.S.C. 1641(c), and section 505(c) of the
International Security and Develop-
ment Cooperation Act of 1985, 22 U.S.C.
2349aa–9(c). This report discusses only
matters concerning the national emer-
gency with respect to Iran that was de-
clared in Executive Order 12957 and
does not deal with those relating to the
emergency declared on November 14,
1979, in connection with the hostage
crisis.

1. On March 15, 1995, I issued Execu-
tive Order 12957 (60 Fed. Reg. 14615,
March 17, 1995) to declare a national
emergency with respect to Iran pursu-
ant to IEEPA, and to prohibit the fi-
nancing, management, or supervision
by United States persons of the devel-
opment of Iranian petroleum resources.
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This action was in response to actions
and policies of the Government of Iran,
including support for international ter-
rorism, efforts to undermine the Mid-
dle East peace process, and the acquisi-
tion of weapons of mass destruction
and the means to deliver them. A copy
of the order was provided to the Speak-
er of the House and the President of
the Senate by letter dated March 15,
1995.

Following the imposition of these re-
strictions with regard to the develop-
ment of Iranian petroleum resources,
Iran continued to engage in activities
that represent a threat to the peace
and security of all nations, including
Iran’s continuing support for inter-
national terrorism, its support for acts
that undermine the Middle East peace
process, and its intensified efforts to
acquire weapons of mass destruction.
On May 6, 1995, I issued Executive
Order 12959 to further respond to the
Iranian threat to the national security,
foreign policy, and economy of the
United States.

Executive Order 12959 (60 Fed. Reg.
24757, May 9, 1995) (1) prohibits expor-
tation from the United States to Iran
or to the Government of Iran of goods,
technology, or services; (2) prohibits
the reexportation of certain U.S. goods
and technology to Iran from third
countries; (3) prohibits dealings by
United States persons in goods and
services of Iranian origin or owned or
controlled by the Government of Iran;
(4) prohibits new investments by Unit-
ed States persons in Iran or in property
owned or controlled by the Govern-
ment of Iran; (5) prohibits U.S. compa-
nies and other United States persons
from approving, facilitating, or financ-
ing performance by a foreign subsidi-
ary or other entity owned or controlled
by a United States person of certain re-
export, investment, and trade trans-
actions that a United States person is
prohibited from performing; (6) contin-
ues the 1987 prohibition on the impor-
tation into the United States of goods
and services of Iranian origin; (7) pro-
hibits any transaction by a United
States person or within the United
States that evades or avoids or at-
tempts to violate any prohibition of
the order; and (8) allowed U.S. compa-
nies a 30-day period in which to per-
form trade transactions pursuant to
contracts predating the Executive
order.

At the time of signing Executive
Order 12959, I directed the Secretary of
the Treasury to authorize through spe-
cific licensing certain transactions, in-
cluding transactions by United States
persons related to the Iran-United
States Claims Tribunal in The Hague,
established pursuant to the Algiers Ac-
cords, and related to other inter-
national obligations and United States
Government functions, and trans-
actions related to the export of agricul-
tural commodities pursuant to pre-
existing contracts consistent with sec-
tion 5712(c) of title 7, United States
Code. I also directed the Secretary of

the Treasury, in consultation with the
Secretary of State, to consider author-
izing United States persons through
specific licensing to participate in mar-
ket-based swaps of crude oil from the
Caspian Sea area for Iranian crude oil
in support of energy projects in Azer-
baijan, Kazakstan, and Turkmenistan.

Executive Order 12959 revoked sec-
tions 1 and 2 of Executive Order 12613 of
October 29, 1987, and sections 1 and 2 of
Executive Order 12957 of March 15, 1995,
to the extent they are inconsistent
with it. A copy of Executive Order 12959
was transmitted to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives and the
President of the Senate by letter dated
May 6, 1995.

2. On March 5, 1997, I renewed for an-
other year the national emergency
with respect to Iran pursuant to
IEEPA. This renewal extended the au-
thority for the current comprehensive
trade embargo against Iran in effect
since May 1995. Under these sanctions,
virtually all trade with Iran is prohib-
ited except for information and infor-
mational materials and certain other
limited exceptions.

3. The Iranian Transactions Regula-
tions (the ‘‘Regulations’’ or ITR), 31
CFR Part 560, were amended on Octo-
ber 21, 1996 (61 Fed. Reg. 54936, October
23, 1996), to implement section 4 of the
Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Ad-
justment Act of 1990, as amended by
the Debt Collection Improvement Act
of 1996, by adjusting for inflation the
amount of the civil monetary penalties
that may be assessed under the Regula-
tions. The amendment increases the
maximum civil monetary penalty pro-
vided in the Regulations from $10,000 to
$11,000 per violation.

The amended Regulations also reflect
an amendment to 18 U.S.C. 1001 con-
tained in section 330016(1)(L) of Public
Law 103–322, September 13, 1994; 108
Stat. 2147. The amendment notes the
availability of higher criminal fines
pursuant to the formulas set forth in 18
U.S.C. 3571. A copy of the amendment
is attached.

Section 560.603 of the ITR was amend-
ed on November 15, 1996 (61 Fed. Reg.
58480), to clarify rules relating to re-
porting requirements imposed on
United States persons with foreign af-
filiations. Initial reporting under the
amended Regulation has been deferred
until May 30, 1997, by a January 14, 1997
Federal Register notice (62 Fed. Reg.
1832). Copies of the amendment and the
notice are attached.

4. During the current 6-month period,
the Department of the Treasury’s Of-
fice of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC)
made numerous decisions with respect
to applications for licenses to engage
in transactions under the ITR, and is-
sued 13 licenses. The majority of deni-
als were in response to requests to au-
thorize commercial exports to Iran—
particularly of machinery and equip-
ment for the petroleum and manufac-
turing industries—and the importation
of Iranian-origin goods. The licenses is-
sued authorized the export and reex-

port of goods, services, and technology
essential to ensure the safety of civil
aviation and safe operation of certain
commercial passenger aircraft in Iran;
certain financial and legal trans-
actions; the importation of Iranian-ori-
gin artwork for public exhibition; and
certain diplomatic transactions. Pursu-
ant to sections 3 and 4 of Executive
Order 12959 and in order to comply with
the Iran-Iraq Arms Non-Proliferation
Act of 1992 and other statutory restric-
tions applicable to certain goods and
technology, including those involved in
the air-safety cases, the Department of
the Treasury continues to consult with
the Departments of State and Com-
merce on these matters.

The U.S. financial community con-
tinues to interdict transactions associ-
ated with Iran and to consult with
OFAC about their appropriate han-
dling. Many of these inquiries have re-
sulted in investigations into the activi-
ties of U.S. parties and, where appro-
priate, the initiation of enforcement
action.

5. The U.S. Customs Service has con-
tinued to effect numerous seizures of
Iranian-origin merchandise, primarily
carpets, for violation of the import pro-
hibitions of the ITR. Various enforce-
ment actions carried over from pre-
vious reporting periods are continuing,
and new reports of violations are being
aggressively pursued. Since my last re-
port, OFAC has collected a civil mone-
tary penalty in the amount of $5,000.
The violation underlying this collec-
tion involves the unlicensed import of
Iranian-origin goods for transshipment
to a third country aboard a U.S.-flag
vessel. Civil penalty action or review is
pending against 21 companies, financial
institutions, and individuals for pos-
sible violations of the Regulations.

6. The expenses incurred by the Fed-
eral Government in the 6-month period
from September 15, 1996, through
March 14, 1997, that are directly attrib-
utable to the exercise of powers and au-
thorities conferred by the declaration
of a national emergency with respect
to Iran are approximately $800,000,
most of which represent wage and sal-
ary costs for Federal personnel. Per-
sonnel costs were largely centered in
the Department of the Treasury (par-
ticularly in the Office of Foreign As-
sets Control, The U.S. Customs Serv-
ice, the Office of the Under Secretary
for Enforcement, and the Office of the
General Counsel), the Department of
State (particularly the Bureau of Eco-
nomic and Business Affairs, the Bureau
of Near Eastern Affairs, the Bureau of
Intelligence and Research, and the Of-
fice of the Legal Adviser), and the De-
partment of Commerce (the Bureau of
Export Administration and the General
Counsel’s Office).

7. The situation reviewed above con-
tinues to involve important diplo-
matic, financial, and legal interests of
the United States and its nationals and
presents an extraordinary and unusual
threat to the national security, foreign
policy, and economy of the United
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States. The declaration of the national
emergency with respect to Iran con-
tained in Executive Order 12957 and the
comprehensive economic sanctions im-
posed by Executive Order 12959 under-
score the United States Government
opposition to the actions and policies
of the Government of Iran, particularly
its support of international terrorism
and its efforts to acquire weapons of
mass destruction and the means to de-
liver them. The Iranian Transactions
Regulations issued pursuant to Execu-
tive Orders 12957 and 12959 continue to
advance important objectives in pro-
moting the nonproliferation and
antiterrorism policies of the United
States. I shall exercise the powers at
my disposal to deal with these prob-
lems and will report periodically to the
Congress on significant developments.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 14, 1997.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GEKAS]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. GEKAS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.]
f

AGENDA OF THE 105TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr. GINGRICH] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
describe what the Congress has been
doing and what I believe it will be
doing in the near future, because as we
enter the Easter recess at the end of
this week, Members will be going
home, and I think it is fair for our con-
stituents to ask us where are we going,
what is this Congress going to be like,
and what have we achieved on behalf of
the American people.

There are five basic messages that I
think House Republicans in particular
can take home, but a number of Demo-
crats can agree with these messages. I
think in a broad way, this is a prin-
cipled bipartisanship that outlines a di-
rection that most Americans will want
to go in.

First, we have developed and un-
veiled a 2-year agenda, creating a bet-
ter America for ourselves and our chil-
dren, and I will talk about that agenda
in just a moment.

Second, we are focusing on keeping
our children and communities safe by
winning the war on drugs as a top pri-
ority for this country.

Third, we are committed to lowering
interest rates and creating better jobs
by producing a balanced budget this
year.

Fourth, we have as an objective end-
ing the Internal Revenue Service as we
know it. We want to help the taxpayers
save time and money by providing real
tax relief, simplifying our needlessly
complex Tax Code, and reforming the
Internal Revenue Service.

And fifth, as proof that what we are
working on can be achieved, welfare re-
form is a success story. The 104th Con-
gress, by passing dramatic, bold wel-
fare reform, has made a difference and
the facts prove it. That gives us reason
to hope that we are going to be able to
work in 1997 and 1998 on other reforms
that will be of similar importance.
There, I might mention education as
an example of an area that we truly
want to work on.

Let me start by describing the agen-
da that will create a better America for
ourselves and our children. The House
Republican majority, led by the major-
ity leader, the gentleman from Texas,
DICK ARMEY, and by the policy chair-
man, the gentleman from California
CHRIS COX, developed a number of
items which we believe will outline for
the country 13 major areas of improve-
ment. I would like to outline the steps
we are taking, because I think they il-
lustrate a firm, balanced agenda for de-
veloping a better future.

The first area is balancing the budg-
et. We believe it is vital to pass a bal-
anced budget amendment. We were sad-
dened to see the other body fail by one
vote, but we believe at an appropriate
time this House should bring up the
balanced budget amendment again, and
I think if it passes in this House, as it
probably will, when we send it to the
other body maybe we will be develop-
ing the momentum and popular sup-
port to then get that one final vote
that is missing to send it on to the
States.

But a balanced budget is vital, first,
because it is morally wrong for us in
peacetime to spend our children’s and
grandchildren’s money. It is just plain
not right. We have the same obligation
to set priorities, to set limits, to have
discipline in our Federal budget that
every family and every business has in
their own budgets.

In addition, passing a balanced budg-
et will lower interest rates that will
improve the economy, increase the
number of jobs, improve take-home
pay. Think about a college student who
graduates with a balanced budget.
They will save over $2,100 in repaying
an $11,000 loan over 10 years. That is
over $2,100 that that college graduate
can save because interest rates will be
higher lower.

Or imagine a couple buying a new
house. They could save up to $37,000 on
a 30-year mortgage for an average-
priced house. That is, literally they
could pay for one child’s college edu-
cation just with the savings from a
lower interest rate from a balanced
budget.

Or imagine a family buying an aver-
age-priced new car. They could save
$975 over 4 years in lower interest pay-
ments on the average new-priced car.

Our point is that there is a moral
case, there is a practical case, there is
a self-interest case for balancing the
budget. In addition, when you have
deficits and you borrow more money,
interest payments go up. The interest
payments, when John F. Kennedy was
President in the early 1960’s, were
about $6 billion a year. This year the
interest payment will be $245 billion.
That is, the average American will pay
more in taxes to pay interest on the
debt than they will pay for the Army,
the Navy, the Air Force, and the Ma-
rine Corps combined.

So balancing the budget ultimately
leads to lower taxes through lower in-
terest rates and less payment on the
debt, and our hope would be eventually
through a balanced budget to actually
begin to pay down the national debt.

But this is not just a constitutional
amendment. We are committed to
bringing spending in line with our com-
mitment to balance the budget by the
year 2002 without raising taxes. In fact,
we want to be able to focus on saving
money in Government so we can lower
taxes so the American people have
more take-home pay and a greater
ability to create new jobs and new op-
portunities.

We have asked the President to sub-
mit a balanced budget. The first budget
that was sent up was apparently a mis-
take. It is about $62 billion in deficit in
the year 2002, which is our target year
for balancing the budget. So we have
asked the President, since he came
right to this room and promised 12
times in the State of the Union, on 12
occasions he said he was for a balanced
budget, he had a balanced budget plan,
so we have asked him to submit a bal-
anced budget that would allow us to
begin the process of passing a balanced
budget.

In addition, we believe we need to
overhaul the budget process. It frankly
does not work very well. We think
there are steps that can be taken that
allow us to control Government spend-
ing and to reduce taxes better with
more cooperation between the execu-
tive branch and the Congress, and we
believe that requires reforming the
budget process.

Finally, we think that when the
President asks for additional spending
for emergencies or for overseas activi-
ties by our military, that that should
be paid for at the same time we are
passing it. We think that the age of
credit card financing, where we just
charge more and charge more and
charge more, is over. If we are going to
spend more money in one area, we
should have the discipline to set prior-
ities and spend less money in another
area, so we are going to insist that sup-
plemental spending bills be paid for on
a pay-as-you-go basis.

Our second goal after balancing the
budget is to improve learning for all
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Americans. I want to commend the
chairman, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania BILL GOODLING, and the Com-
mittee on Education and the
Workforce, which is doing a tremen-
dous job in a project called Operation
Crossroads.

They are looking at all the Federal
programs for education, they are look-
ing at, with the oversight subcommit-
tee chairman, with the leadership of
the gentleman from Michigan, PETE
HOEKSTRA, they are going out and have
already held nine hearings asking what
works; where are the best schools in
America? Where is the best inner city
school for poor children? Where are the
best charter schools? Where is the best
math education? Where is the best
science education?

They are trying to determine how
can we improve Federal education as-
sistance so we get more resources to
teachers and students for classroom
learning while keeping fewer resources
in Washington.

b 1415

Our goal is to help the teacher in the
classroom and the student in the class-
room rather than to build more and
more bureaucracies. We believe that by
this examination in Operation Cross-
roads of what works and what does not,
we can begin to sort out the Federal
programs.

There are approximately 720 Federal
education programs. They spend about,
they have spent over the years over
$539 billion in education. Our goal is to
shrink the number of bureaucrats in
Washington, take the savings, get
them back home to the local school
district, have them spent with the
local student and the local teacher so
that the parent, the student, and the
teacher are affecting education.

In addition, one of our goals is to en-
hance local and parental control of
education. It is very important to rec-
ognize that real learning occurs where
the student is. It does not occur at the
State department of education. It does
not occur at some regional office. It
does not occur at the Federal depart-
ment in Washington. It occurs in the
school where the teachers are and it
occurs at home. That is why we think
it is important to strengthen parents
and we think it is important to
strengthen local control so that people
who actually have hands-on experience
with the students are in a position to
work in education.

Finally, we intend to cut education
redtape and excessive bureaucracy and
work with local teachers to help chil-
dren master the basics. We think it is
very important, and we agree with the
President when he said that every child
should be able to read by 8 years of age.
We would have added they should be
able to read English, which would save
a great deal of money on bilingual edu-
cation. We think it is important for
every American child to have an oppor-
tunity to participate in the fullness of
our culture, to be able to get the best

possible jobs. We think that requires
mastering English, and we think that
requires a focus on reading and on
writing and on basic math. We think
every child at a fairly early age should
be able to go to the store and buy
something without being cheated be-
cause they are able to do the math to
check exactly what they were charged
and what they paid.

We also believe that by focusing on
the basics we can strengthen young
people so that they are then in a posi-
tion to continue to learn all of their
lives because we recognize that life-
time learning is an essential in the in-
formation age, and we recognize that
every young person is going to have to
grow up in a world where they may
have seven or eight or nine jobs in the
course of their lifetime. Each of those
jobs is going to require new learning
and new experiences. They may move
to many cities. Those are going to re-
quire new learning and new experi-
ences.

So we are committed to lifetime
learning. We believe you begin by ex-
amining, out of the 720 Federal pro-
grams, which ones work, which ones
fail, which ones have too many bureau-
crats in Washington, how can we
shrink the amount of redtape, get the
money back home and help teachers
and students and parents where the
real learning occurs.

Our third goal is to strengthen Amer-
ica’s families. First we want to pass
the Working Families Flexibility Act,
which will permit working mothers and
fathers to take time off using overtime
for family and medical emergencies
and other personal needs. This essen-
tially recognizes that in the modern
age very often people want time as
much as they want money. It allows
you to earn 11⁄2 times off or 11⁄2 times
income, whichever you want. So if
somebody has a need to go and see
their child in the ballet or go visit with
the teacher or be in a situation where
they need to go take care of a parent
who might have a health problem, this
program, the Working Families Flexi-
bility Act, would allow people to take
their overtime and turn it into time
off, more free time to be with their
family if that is what they prefer.

If they prefer to continue to get paid
time and a half in cash, they could get
paid. This creates greater flexibility
and greater choice for workers and al-
lows families to decide which do they
need more, more money or more time.
We believe that the Working Families
Flexibility Act is a key step in the
right direction.

In addition, we will take steps to end
partial birth abortions. It is very clear
from the testimony we have had in the
last few weeks that many Members of
Congress were misinformed a year ago
when one of the leading advocates of
abortion suggested that partial birth
abortions, these are abortions per-
formed very late in pregnancy and they
are performed in a way that the child
is basically born except for their head

and then their brains are taken out. It
is a very gruesome procedure, and it is
one which virtually no one defends. Yet
we had been told it was very rare; it
happened only in very unusual cases.
Now we have had testimony that that
information was false, that in fact it is
fairly common and it often happens in-
volving healthy babies and healthy
mothers. We believe it is important
when a child is that close to being born
that they be protected and that this
particular procedure, which is particu-
larly gruesome and inhuman, be ended.
That vote will be, I believe, this week.

We are working to end this kind of
partial birth. We also are working to
expand the availability of adoptions.
We think that adoption is a dramati-
cally better answer than abortion. In
the last Congress we passed adoption
tax credits to give people some money
to encourage them to be able to adopt
a child. We are going to continue to
work to have the adoption process
streamlined because we believe that
nothing will be better than to have
someone decide that, rather than have
an abortion, find a loving couple that
wants to raise a child and help them in
the adoption process. We also believe
that helps fight child abuse and child
neglect and helps take children out of
foster homes and get them into homes
where there are loving couples that
want to adopt them.

We also believe it will strengthen
American families if we protect the
rights of people of faith. For too long
God has been driven from the public
arena. We believe it is important that
people be in a position where they can
talk openly about their faith and where
they are not subject to religious perse-
cution. I should note on this subject
that not only is it a challenge some-
times here at home but that we have
seen a tremendous upsurge in the last
5 years of religious persecution of all
faiths around the world and that we
have an obligation to be vigilant in our
commitment to the right of people to
worship God in their own way and to
protect their right to worship.

We also want to strengthen Ameri-
ca’s families by protecting retirement
security. We want to expand the num-
ber of individual retirement accounts
that are available. We want to remove
the kind of impediments that block ex-
panded pension coverage, and we want
to make sure that workers have a
chance to earn greater retirement sav-
ings. Let me suggest that every citizen
should look at the new program in
Michigan, where Gov. John Engler has
passed with the State legislature a new
pension program that I think begins
April 1 which allows the State em-
ployee an individual personal pension
account that they control, that they
invest, that they are vested in, that al-
lows them to follow what is happening
in the market and allows them to be
involved in earning more money.

I think it is going to be a very big
step in the right direction toward giv-
ing the pensioner control rather than
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having a union-controlled pension fund
or a State Government-controlled pen-
sion fund or a corporate-controlled
pension fund. We are looking for ways
that you can control the money you
are saving for your retirement. We be-
lieve that most Americans want to
have that right to be able to make sure
that they are investing their money
wisely so they know how much money
they really have for their own retire-
ment.

In addition, we will continue to work
to make the Social Security trust fund
safe and secure. It is currently sound,
well into the next century. We believe
it is possible to work to continue to
make Social Security safe for everyone
who is currently on it.

Our fourth goal is to increase family
income by lifting the burden of exces-
sive taxes from working Americans. We
believe that we should eliminate if pos-
sible or at a minimum significantly re-
duce taxes on savings and investment.
We want more jobs and better jobs. We
want Americans to have the best tech-
nology and the best science in the
world. That requires that we have the
kind of savings and investment that al-
lows our laboratories to produce the
best, that allows our factories to buy
the best, that allows new companies
with new ideas to start up. That is the
only way to have the highest income in
the world. That is why we believe it is
vital to reduce the penalty on savings
and investment. We favor strongly ei-
ther eliminating or significantly reduc-
ing any kind of capital gains penalty
because we want people to have an in-
centive to save and to invest because
that way they are going to create the
jobs for the future so their children
have even better jobs with even better
take-home pay so they can save even
more. That has been the cycle of pros-
perity that has made America work.

In addition, we want to pass tax re-
lief that strengthens and encourages
American families. We believe that it
is vital for American families to have a
$500 per child tax credit. We are going
to do everything we can this year to
both balance the budget and move to-
ward a tax credit for children. We
think that is the best way for parents
to then decide how to spend the money
on their own child rather than having
higher taxes to hire a bureaucrat in
Washington to then decide how much
of the money after their salary and ex-
penses should go back to take care of
their child. We are trying to shift re-
sources back into the family by in-
creasing family take-home pay.

We also believe that we should either
repeal or substantially reduce death
taxes. Why should someone work all of
their life, build a small business or a
family farm and then find the govern-
ment taxes are so high that, when they
die their family is going to have to sell
that farm or sell that business just to
pay the taxes. We think, if you work
hard and you already paid taxes on the
money, you should not have double
taxation. We think it is wrong to say

that, if you die, that your entire family
business is going to have to be sold just
to pay government taxes or your entire
family farm is going to have to be sold.
So we believe we should dramatically
reduce or if possible eliminate the
death taxes.

For all Americans, we think that we
should dramatically simplify tax laws
in order to end the Internal Revenue
Service as we know it. You may have
read recently that the Internal Reve-
nue Service had a $4 billion computer
project which failed. It turned out
that, even when you spent $4 billion,
the Internal Revenue Code was so com-
plicated that they could not make it
work. I think the message is not to
build a $6 billion computer, it is to dra-
matically simplify the Internal Reve-
nue Code. That is going to take some
serious work. We have asked the Presi-
dent to submit to the Congress a pro-
posal for tax simplification. We believe
it may be possible for as many as 40
million Americans to no longer have to
file their income tax. That is American
taxpayers who are currently filing.

We believe it should be possible to
dramatically decrease complexity so
that the IRS office can give the same
answer everywhere in the country. As
you probably know, today if you call
different IRS offices, you often get a
different answer to the same question.
So it is very hard to know exactly how
to fill out some of the more complex
parts of the code. So we are committed
to dramatically simplifying the tax
law in order to end the IRS as we know
it and to get to a much simpler system
with much less Government intrusion.

Finally, we believe the Internal Rev-
enue Service itself should be audited.
After all, it has 110,000 employees. You
can compare that with the Border Pa-
trol, which has about 5,500 employees,
or with the Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, which has about 7,400 em-
ployees. So that 110,000 people working
for the Internal Revenue Service, they
just failed completely with a $4 billion
computer project. And it is very clear
that we need to have a thorough man-
agement audit, not just a financial
audit but a management audit of ex-
actly how the Internal Revenue Service
is run and exactly why it has had these
major management problems.

Our fifth goal is to improve access to
quality health care. We believe it is
possible for every American to have
dramatically better health care be-
cause science is moving us into an era
where the breakthroughs in scientific
knowledge are going to be quite re-
markable. The fact is the research,
much of it done by the National Insti-
tutes of Health, others done by univer-
sities and private corporations, by re-
search centers, that research is begin-
ning to give us, in the human genome
project, a level of knowledge about how
humans operate which is greater than
anything we have ever seen before. In
fact, it is fair to say that in the next 20
to 30 years, we will have a level of
knowledge that would have been un-

imaginable just 20 years ago. We are
entering what one scientist called the
age of molecular medicine, a period
where our knowledge of our body is
going to be so dramatic and our ability
to look at birth defects, to look at can-
cer, to look at a variety of issues is
going to be a dramatic change.

In that framework, we want to start
by working on health care for senior
citizens. We want to start by saving
Medicare from impending bankruptcy.
Even though we in the Congress have
been talking now for 2 years about the
danger of Medicare going bankrupt, we
still do not have an adequate solution.
We are working with the President. He
has sent up some ideas. We hope if he
submits a balanced budget proposal, he
will have even more ideas for how to
save Medicare.

We believe it is important to save
Medicare by increasing the number of
choices available for senior citizens so
that they have the same right to
choose as do their children and their
grandchildren. We believe it is impor-
tant to fight fraud and in part to at
least experiment with giving senior
citizens a financial incentive to help us
fight fraud.

We believe it is important to create
provider-sponsored networks where
doctors and hospitals get together to
compete with health maintenance or-
ganizations so we can have lower-cost,
competitive choices so senior citizens
are not trapped by any one kind of
care. We also believe it is important to
give senior citizens the same right to
have a medical savings account as
their children and grandchildren do.
That is a program where you get a fair-
ly high deductible. But if you take
good care of yourself and if you watch
your health, you get to keep all the
money you save, if you do not in fact
spend all of your deductible.
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It is now being offered in the private
sector. We believe it should be offered
to senior citizens and that it has very
many opportunities, particularly for
folks who want to have more control
over their own lives and who are will-
ing to look at the cost of medical care
and to look at the cost of medicine. We
think there are big savings to be made
through medical savings accounts.

In addition to saving Medicare so it
does not go broke, we want to improve
it. We believe it is important to pro-
mote wellness through enhanced dis-
ease research and to improve Medicare
preventive benefits, for example, diabe-
tes and breast cancer screening. We
think it is very important to recognize
that the current model of the Health
Care Financing Administration, which
is the Government agency that runs
Medicare, does not put enough empha-
sis on wellness and on preventive care.

Diabetes is a topic I am particularly
interested in because my mother-in-
law is 81 and she is diabetic, and be-
cause she has really managed her dia-
betic care and she has watched her
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blood sugar and she has watched her
insulin, she has in fact been able to
take pretty good care of herself. Yet
the tragedy is that of the 16 million
Americans who have diabetes, 8 million
do not know it. They will not learn it
until they have had it for 6 or 7 years,
and they begin to get sick enough that
they show up at the doctor and the doc-
tor then tests them and discovers they
have diabetes.

If we can find somebody early enough
and if we can teach them how to take
care of themselves, the evidence is that
we may be able to save between 80 and
90 percent of the people who go blind,
so that they can retain their sight and
continue to see. Think of that. Think
about a program where by early screen-
ing and early prevention and early edu-
cation, 80 to 90 percent of the people
who go blind because of diabetes would
be able to keep their sight. We believe
at least half the people who lose their
kidneys or have severe heart disease or
lose their feet to amputation, at least
half would be able to avoid those prob-
lems.

Imagine you could wave a magic
wand, and by preventive care and edu-
cation and a focus on wellness, you
could stop half the people in the next
10 years who will lose their kidneys due
to diabetes. You could stop half the
people who will have their feet ampu-
tated. You could save half the people
who will end up in intensive care with
severe heart disease.

That is the opportunity that an ag-
gressive, active diabetes program in
the short run gives us, and then beyond
that, beyond the focus on prevention
and wellness and education there is the
opportunity for continued research at
the National Institutes of Health,
where I particularly want to commend
Chairman JOHN PORTER who has done
just a magnificent job over the last 3
years of really making sure that we
continue to fund health research at the
most basic levels, which is going to pay
off for every American.

But to go back to diabetes, let me
give just a couple of numbers because
they are so startling. One out of every
three American Indians suffers from di-
abetes. What a tremendous opportunity
to improve health among American In-
dians by really working on preventive
care and education in diabetes. Some 19
percent of the people on Medicare suf-
fer from diabetes, and 1 out of every 4
dollars in Medicare cost is spent on
people who have diabetes. It is a tre-
mendous opportunity for a better qual-
ity of life, a tremendous opportunity to
save resources for the taxpayer, and it
is the right thing to do.

In addition, we want to improve the
quality and coverage of Medicaid. We
have been working with the Governors
to develop more flexibility so each
Governor can apply to their State the
local solution that will let them serve
the widest number of people in their
State. It is important to remember this
is a big country, there is no simple an-
swer that solves everybody, and so we

have an obligation to reach out and to
do everything we can to make sure
that the Governors have the flexibility,
so that Tennessee is different from Ne-
vada and Maine is different from Cali-
fornia.

Each State ought to have the oppor-
tunity to spend their Medicaid money
as intelligently as possible so they can
then cover more people and in particu-
lar extend coverage to children. We be-
lieve as many as 3 million children
could be covered by Medicaid who cur-
rently are not covered because the sys-
tem is being run too much from Wash-
ington, with too much red tape and
with too many bureaucrats.

In addition to that, we believe that
private citizens should have an ex-
panded access to medical savings ac-
counts. Right now the total number
you can have in the whole country is
750,000. We think that that is an unre-
alistic cap. We believe if you want to
have a medical savings account, which
is a system where you basically pay a
fairly high deductible, you are paying a
much lower insurance premium be-
cause you are taking the risk of paying
maybe as much as $2,000 or $3,000 in
your deductible. But if you do not
spend it, you are then in a position to
put it away in a savings account so it
begins to work for you and it adds up
over the years.

It is getting very wide-range ap-
proval. It leads people to start to shop
for their medical care. They do not
automatically just go in to any doctor,
automatically just take any prescrip-
tion drug. They begin to look at what
does it cost and where can I get it less
expensively and what is at stake, just
like any other marketplace, and it has
a dramatic impact on cost.

We believe that it is going to be a
system where people, those people who
are willing to take the time, who want
to engage in preventive care and
wellness, and who are willing to shop
for the best possible health care are
going to find medical savings accounts
very desirable, and we do not think
that they should be limited to only
750,000 in a country of 260 million peo-
ple.

Finally, we want to improve access
to quality health care by modernizing
the Food and Drug Administration to
speed up approval of medical advances
that save lives. Whether it is medical
technology or medical devices, or
whether it is prescription drugs or the
brand new breakthroughs in bio-
technology, we are entering an age of
dramatic change in health care.

The faster we can get to the market,
to the customer or the consumer and
to the sick person, the best possible
medicine, the best possible medical
technology, the best possible bio-
technology and the best possible medi-
cal devices, we are not only going to
have better health care in America, we
are also going to have a bigger Amer-
ican work force. Because in most of
those areas, if we can get the Food and
Drug Administration to certify prod-

ucts in a reasonable length of time, we
have an opportunity to dramatically
expand jobs in America selling better
technology, better devices, better bio-
technology and better medicine all
over the world. We have a real interest
in overhauling and modernizing the
Food and Drug Administration.

Our sixth agenda goal is to increase
economic growth and create more jobs
through regulatory reform.

We recognize that with Washington
bureaucrats engaged in regulations,
many of them years and years out of
date, that it is time to adopt common-
sense regulatory reforms based on the
principles of flexibility, consensus, pri-
vate property ownership, free enter-
prise, local control, sound scientific
evidence and the latest technology. We
think that there is all too much time
and money tied up in Washington red
tape that could be used looking at cre-
ating more jobs, competing better in
the world market, and having new sci-
entific developments.

We want to protect the public, to
make sure the Government does the
policing necessary, for example, for
safe food, for clean water, for a healthy
environment, for public health, but at
the same time we recognize that there
are an awful lot of bureaucratic regula-
tions that either are not necessary or
are more expensive than their benefit,
or are just outmoded. They might have
made sense 25 years ago but they do
not make sense today.

We want to apply sound science, we
want to look at new ways of doing
things, and what we want to do is have
a better approach where we have the
right incentive. We think it is possible
to have commonsense regulatory re-
forms that allow small business and
the private sector to create more jobs,
which is particularly important, as I
will discuss in a minute, when you get
to welfare reform, because we need
more jobs in America if we are going to
take all the folks who are leaving wel-
fare and make sure they can go into
the private sector work force.

In addition, we want the money spent
on scientific research and on invest-
ment in new technology and new ma-
chinery rather than on red tape and
regulations, so that Americans can
have the best jobs in the world with
the highest take-home pay, so that we
can have the best quality of life.

We are also going to work toward in-
troducing competition into the Amer-
ican electricity marketplace. Just as
introducing telecommunications re-
form over the last 10 years has brought
down the cost of long distance tele-
phones, just as we have seen competi-
tion both in airlines and in trucking
bring down the cost of transportation,
we believe that we can get to a market-
place where anybody who produces
electricity can sell it and anybody who
wants to buy it can purchase from a
wide range of people.

There are a lot of hearings that have
to be held, but I particularly want to
commend Chairman DAN SCHAEFER of
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the subcommittee that will be looking
into this and Chairman TOM BLILEY of
the Committee on Commerce, who are
going to be leading extensive hearings
into the question: Can we reduce the
cost of electricity? The estimates are
we could save the consumer possibly as
much as $60 billion by lowering the
cost of electricity through competi-
tion. We need to look at it carefully,
we need to make sure that we know
what we are doing because it is a big,
complicated topic, but competition in
the electric marketplace might save
you, the consumer, $60 billion a year in
lower electric bills, and that is some-
thing that we have to look at very,
very seriously.

We also want to encourage greater
competition in financial services by
modernizing outdated regulations. We
now live in the age of the worldwide
market. We see on our television the
Tokyo Exchange, the Shanghai Ex-
change, the Frankfurt Exchange, the
London Exchange, Mexico City. We
recognize that through the Internet
and through international financial
electronic transmissions, money moves
worldwide literally in nanoseconds. A
million dollars can be in New York at
this second, in Hong Kong a minute
later and in Seattle a minute after
that.

So we need to modernize our finan-
cial services and recognize that we
adopted many regulations in a dif-
ferent era when different things hap-
pened, but that now with the computer
and the Internet we have a whole new
need to rethink how we provide the
best financial services at the lowest
cost to maximize the American
public’s opportunity to use finances
and to save and borrow at the lowest
possible cost.

We also are encouraging State and
local governments to review all exist-
ing unfunded mandates. The last Con-
gress took a major step forward by end-
ing future unfunded mandates. We said
no longer could Congress pass a re-
quirement, that is what a mandate is,
without paying for it; that we were not
going to be able to say to a local coun-
ty government or a local school board
or a local city or a State, ‘‘You are
going to have to raise your taxes to
pay for something this Congress has re-
quired but refused to pay for.’’

But what we did not do is go back
and look at the existing mandates. So
in meetings with mayors, with State
legislators, with county commissioners
and with governors, we have been urg-
ing them to review the current list,
find the ones that make no sense, find
the mandates that are very, very ex-
pensive and do not meet any kind of ra-
tional cost-benefit test, find the man-
dates that are based on bad science,
bring them to us, and we hope this year
to be able to repeal the least effective
and most expensive of the unfunded
mandates.

Finally, we want to ensure full com-
pliance with the Results Act to force
government to meet set performance

standards. We believe it is important
that government not just measure
input, how many billion dollars do we
spend in a department, but that gov-
ernment measure output: What do we
get for our money? If we have spent
$579 billion in Federal aid to education,
why have scores gone down? If there
are 14 different literacy programs,
which ones are effective and which
ones do not get the job done? If we
spend $3 billion a year on drug rehabili-
tation, which drug rehabilitation pro-
grams work and which ones do not? We
think this is a very, very important
area for us to be reviewing.

Our seventh area is to fight gang vio-
lence and drugs. We want to prevent ju-
venile crime and target gangs and hard
core juvenile offenders, and we are
working with President Clinton on a
Juvenile Justice Act that we hope will
lower the amount of violent crime
among young people and give us a bet-
ter chance to have safe neighborhoods.
We also want to renew our commit-
ment to stigmatized drug use, to say
flatly, as Nancy Reagan said it, ‘‘Don’t
do it.’’ ‘‘Just say no’’ worked.

We are challenging the news media
and the commercial networks and the
cable channel operators to put anti-
drug ads and antidrug messages on the
air. We believe we have to fight drugs
on MTV and on VH–1, and we have to
fight drugs at the local level with local
parents and local schools.

We are also calling on the Clinton ad-
ministration to provide a strategy for
winning the war on drugs, and we want
to restore the needed resources for the
war on drugs. We passed a bill last
week out of this House which draws the
line very clearly. We are committed to
saving our children from a drug culture
which threatens to destroy them. We
have had 5 straight years of increased
drug use in this country. For 5 straight
years, more and more young people
have been using drugs, marijuana, co-
caine, heroin, and the modern mari-
juana is much stronger, much more ad-
dictive and much more dangerous than
the drug of 25 years ago.

We are faced with a great challenge.
We believe it is vital to have a strategy
to win the war on drugs, and we are
prepared to work with the Clinton ad-
ministration on winning that war.

Our eighth goal is community re-
newal and investment. We want to help
people move from poverty to prosperity
by enacting community renewal initia-
tives. Here I want to particularly com-
mend on a bipartisan basis Congress-
men J.C. WATTS and JIM TALENT and
FLOYD FLAKE, who have worked to-
gether on a bipartisan basis to develop
a community renewal initiative. I also
want to commend Senator DAN COATS
and CONGRESSMAN JOHN KASICH, who
have developed ideas on tax credits for
volunteers to be involved in volunteer-
ism and to donate to charities, because
I think it is very important that we get
more money to charitable organiza-
tions, and particularly to faith-based
charities which we believe have the
best possible chance to help people.
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I think it is possible to reform public

housing. We think we can have dra-
matically better public housing where
people have a better quality of life,
more control over their neighborhood,
a better way of living in a drug-free en-
vironment.

We want to promote home ownership
so people move from public housing
into an opportunity to own a home,
and I am very proud of my Habitat for
Humanity pin, and the gentleman from
California [Mr. LEWIS] is particularly
to be commended for working with
Habitat for Humanity, and we hope to
have this summer a house that Mem-
bers of Congress will build here in
Washington, DC, to prove our commit-
ment and then go back home and work
back home in building houses because
Habitat for Humanity is the model ex-
ample. It both grows the family and
builds the house. It requires people to
meet a test of character and hard
work. It requires them to spend a hun-
dred hours working to help build some-
body else’s house. It requires them to
spend 300 hours working to build their
own home. It requires them to take a
20-hour course in home ownership.
Habitat understands that you have to
worry about the people inside the
building or the building will rapidly
fall into disrepair.

It is a tremendous concept, and the
gentleman from California [Mr. LEWIS]
and the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LAZIO], chairman of the housing sub-
committee, are working together. Con-
gressman LEWIS is chairman of an ap-
propriations subcommittee, and they
are working together on a range of
housing reforms, and I must say that
from early reports Secretary Andrew
Cuomo seems to be moving in the right
direction and have the right ideas, and
we want to work with him in develop-
ing dramatic reform in housing in
America.

We also want to increase educational
opportunity scholarships, and we want
to have incentives to create jobs, and
to help people in the poorest neighbor-
hoods. You cannot move from welfare
to work if there is no work, and so we
are looking at opportunities, including
enterprise zones and tax breaks and de-
regulatory steps to help small busi-
nesses and others provide more jobs in
poor neighborhoods to help people
move from welfare to work, and fi-
nally, as I said, we are working to pro-
mote charitable giving, both directly
by saying people ought to do it and by
creating a tax incentive led by the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH], and
Senator DAN COATS.

We also are working to rebuild Amer-
ica’s transportation system to support
the 21st century economy. The ISTEA
legislation, the interstate transpor-
tation legislation, is very, very impor-
tant. The gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. SHUSTER] and the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure
is going to be offering some major
steps in the right direction to continue
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to develop, but let me say I do disagree
with one thing the President said last
week when he proposed toll roads on
the interstate system:

I am against double taxation. Every
time you buy a gallon of gasoline you
are paying for the Federal highway
program. Much of that money cur-
rently is hidden and not being spent in
order to cover social spending that it
was never designed to raise. We believe
you should spend the money in the
trust fund to build and modernize and
repair the highways because you have
already paid that tax when you paid for
the gasoline. I think it is wrong to
have you pay a toll tax on top of the
gas tax that you are already paying.

Finally we are committed to making
Washington, DC, the finest capital city
in the world. Every American should
want their national capital to be a city
they can be proud of, and I think it is
vital that we work with the citizens in
Washington, D.C. and with the delegate
from Washington, DC, Ms. NORTON. I
commend in particular the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. DAVIS] who has
done a tremendous job of working on
this. Last year’s chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations’ Subcommit-
tee on the District of Columbia, the
gentleman from New York [Mr.
WALSH], who is a former mayor and
council member back home in Syra-
cuse, has a great understanding of
what was needed and did a very, very
good job, and now the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. TAYLOR], the new
chairman of the DC Subcommittee of
Appropriations. This is very important
for every American, I believe. We
should be dedicated to our national
capital being a capital we can be proud
of, and we should work to make sure
that with the help of the local citi-
zenry that we can reform and rebuild.

Our ninth goal is to reform the civil
justice system. We think it is impor-
tant that we send the signal that
judges are appointed to interpret the
law, not to make the law. We think the
judicial activism where judges become
petty dictators and they impose their
opinion is dangerous and wrong. It is a
violation of the constitutional separa-
tion of power. I am proud that the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HYDE], chair-
man of the Committee on the Judici-
ary, is going to be holding hearings on
judicial activism. It is an important
topic.

In addition, we need to reduce the
time, expense, and burden of using our
courts. It should not be so expensive to
go to court that you cannot afford it, it
should not be such an inconvenience
that it is a major burden, and we need
to make sure that it is easy to gain ac-
cess to our court system.

Finally, we should enact bipartisan
product liability reform and other
commonsense legal reforms, including
protecting charities and local govern-
ments from abusive lawsuits. I hope we
are going to be able to pass a Vol-
unteerism Liability Protection Act be-
fore the Philadelphia summit on vol-

unteerism. It just seems to me if you
go out and you are a volunteer, you
should not be a target for some trial
lawyer, that there ought to be reason-
able protections and reasonable caps,
and as long as you are not grossly neg-
ligent, you should not have any dan-
gers at all, and there is something
wrong when you to try to help the Boy
Scouts or help the Girl Scouts or be in-
volved in the Salvation Army and it
leads you to potential bankruptcy
through some trial lawyer trying to
make money off of your activities.

So we hope to pass both bipartisan
product liability reform and protecting
charities from abusive lawsuits.

Our 10th goal is to make our environ-
mental protection efforts smarter and
more effective. I used to teach environ-
mental studies, and I believe deeply
that we can have an effective environ-
mental program, that we can secure
biodiversity around the planet, that we
can do a better job of using our re-
sources, that we can have cleaner air
and cleaner water, that we can clean
up the toxic waste sites. The fact is
today we are spending too much money
on lawyers and too much money on bu-
reaucrats and not enough money on en-
gineers and not enough money on ac-
tual cleanups. We think we can reform
that process so that we actually get
better cleanups at lower cost faster.

We also believe we can clean up the
brown fields of our cities so they can be
reused to create jobs by setting proper
standards and proper commonsense
regulations so that our cities can use
the already industrial areas rather
than forcing industry to go out to new
green areas and tear down existing nat-
ural areas to build new factories. We
think they ought to be able to reuse
the areas that already exist in our
cities, and today government makes
that too difficult and too complicated.

We also believe in improving our ex-
isting conservation programs. We want
to save every possible endangered spe-
cies. We think it can be done in a prac-
tical commonsense manner with local
leadership involved in local efforts to
maximize the kind of diversity that we
all want for our children and grand-
children.

Our 14th goal is to rebuild a strong
national defense to remain the leader
of the world. We want to reverse the
neglect of defense modernization, of
high tech research and development
and of the quality of life of veterans,
service personnel, and their families.
The fact is that this administration is
underfunding defense, it is not mod-
ernizing the weapon systems, and it
has cut the amount of money that
would be spent on military service per-
sonnel and apparently has outyear cuts
on veterans that will be horrendous in
terms of cutting the quality of their
health care and their services.

We believe it is important that
American men and women in uniform
be the best trained, the best equipped,
and the best prepared in the world. We
are able to do what we do with very

low casualties because our young men
and women have the support of their
country year in and year out in devel-
oping the best possible military. That
requires investing in research and de-
velopment and investing in defense
modernization, and if we are going to
keep a high quality force, they have to
have a decent standard of living back
home and a decent standard of living
on their bases, and that requires the
kind of modernization we need, for ex-
ample, in terms of barracks and hous-
ing.

We also though think that you
should not just salute waste because it
is in uniform. We believe that it is pos-
sible to improve efficiency in defense
spending and to reduce bureaucracy.
We are committed, if I might say this
symbolically, to reducing the Pentagon
to a triangle in terms of the amount of
mid-level management. We think you
could have a 40-percent reduction in
the mid-level managers in the Penta-
gon. We believe you could go to
multiyear contracting and have a dra-
matic improvement in the ability to
buy weapons, to buy fighter aircraft
and ships and other things.

There is no reason to buy a complex
big system 1 year at a time that makes
them the most expensive possible way
to do it, and so we hope we will see a
major shift toward multiyear contract-
ing so we can buy the most equipment
at the lowest cost to give our men and
women the best chance to survive on
the battlefield of the future.

We also think it is important to ex-
pand the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization to ensure peace in Europe for
future generations. We strongly sup-
port having Poland and Hungary and
the Republic of Czech entered as soon
as possible, hopefully by July of this
year. We believe that Romania cer-
tainly deserves consideration, so does
Slovakia. There are a number of places
that we need to look at and realize
that it is important for countries that
want to be free, countries that are de-
mocracies, countries that seek only the
right to associate themselves with a
strong defense organization to protect
their freedom collectively. We have
every interest in being the allies of
those kinds of countries.

Finally, on defense it is vital that we
protect American territory from mis-
siles from terrorist states or from dic-
tatorships. We need to be honest about
the threat to this country. There are
missiles today that can reach America
and eliminate our greatest cities lit-
erally in 30 minutes. Some of those
missiles are held by states that may
not be favorable to us. Within a decade
other countries that we know are not
favorable to us are going to have simi-
lar missiles. Whether the weapon of
mass destruction is nuclear or chemi-
cal or biological, we are faced with a
tremendous threat in the next 20 years.
The time to begin to defend America
from that threat is now. Just as Brit-
ain had to have the foresight to build
radar in the 1930’s to survive the Battle
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of Britain, the time to prepare to de-
fend ourselves is not when the crisis
occurs, not when we are blackmailed,
but now. And every evidence, I think,
of every independent observer is that
the threat is real, it is already here and
that we should be building today a na-
tional missile defense system capable
of protecting the United States, capa-
ble of protecting Europe and Israel, and
capable of protecting our allies in the
Far East, if necessary, so that no one
who has a missile can think that with
impunity they can blackmail the free
countries of the world.

Our 12th goal is to reform the United
Nations. We believe that the United
States should get full credit for its fi-
nancial contributions to the United
Nations, including military capabili-
ties, facilities, local government serv-
ices, and the security we provide. We
believe that it is important that the
American taxpayer have wasteful bu-
reaucracy reduced at the United Na-
tions and have the United Nations re-
formed in general. We believe it is im-
portant to control expanding U.N.
troop deployments around the globe to
ensure that U.S. troops are not placed
under U.N. command and to improve
the consultation with Congress.

We are in a different world than the
one of our Founding Fathers. We now
have real-time 24-hour a day television
news on CNN. We have an ability for
something to happen in minutes all
around the world. And so we need a
better consultation process between
the executive and legislative branches
if, in fact, we are going to be able to
continue to have the will of the Amer-
ican people expressed. We support the
United Nations, but we think we have
every right as its largest donor to in-
sist on reforms in return for that sup-
port.

Our 13th goal is to ensure the integ-
rity of American elections. We have
been very bothered by the number of
cases of fraud, including voting by ille-
gal aliens or voting by immigrants who
are not yet legal. We have the evidence
that as many as 10,000 convicted felons
may have become American citizens
last year, which is illegal; the evidence
that there was an all-out effort in some
communities to have government-fund-
ed agencies registering people who
were not American citizens. We think
that preventing voter fraud and ensur-
ing the voters of an honest election is
very important.

We also think that it is vital to pre-
serve and protect the constitutional
right to free speech. The efforts to
make speech bureaucratic have failed.
We need to really look at this question:
Should the Government really have
controls over what people can say?
Should the Government really have the
ability to tell you you cannot buy a
television ad or a newspaper ad, you
cannot say what you believe in? Is that
not the opposite of what Americans
stand for? So we are committed to pro-
tecting our constitutional rights to
free speech.

We also believe that union members
ought to have the right to know how
much of their union dues are spent on
politics and how much are spent on
representation, and we believe that the
political part of their dues should only
be taken out voluntarily with the writ-
ten permission of the union member,
that they should not be coerced into
automatically paying political money
to pay for an ad against the opponent
they are going to vote for. We think it
is not the American way to have some-
body have to buy ads for their own op-
ponent, but that instead political con-
tributions should be voluntary. We also
believe citizens should be encouraged
to participate in grassroots political
involvement, and we would require full
and timely disclosure of all campaign
contributions.

So we believe that with the Internet
it is now possible for every campaign
at the end of business every day to file
electronically all of its contributions
for that day with the FEC and to have
those contributions be made available
to the public so that your right to
know who is donating to a candidate
would appear immediately and you
could know that night if you wanted to
look it up or the next day in the news-
paper.
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So my first theme, which was that we
have a 2-year agenda, has been long be-
cause the agenda is long. Thirteen
major areas:

Balance the Federal budget;
Improving learning for all Ameri-

cans;
Strengthening America’s families;
Increasing family income by lifting

the burden of excessive taxes from
working Americans;

Improving access to quality health
care;

Increasing economic growth and cre-
ating jobs through regulatory reform;

Fighting gang violence and drugs;
Community renewal and investment;
Reforming the civil justice system;
Making our environmental protec-

tion efforts smarter and more effective;
Rebuilding a strong national defense

to remain the leader of the free world;
Reforming the United Nations; and
Ensuring the integrity of American

elections.
That is a powerful agenda. It covers,

really, the three topics that I listed as
the next three, keeping our children’s
communities safe by winning the war
on drugs, which is really, I think, one
of our highest priorities. When we real-
ize the children who are being de-
stroyed by the drug trade, when we
look at the violence that is directly re-
lated to drugs, when we look at the
child abuse and the spouse abuse that
grows directly out of drugs, winning
the war on drugs should be as high a
priority as any priority this country
has.

I am very proud of the resolution we
adopted last week, and of the leader-
ship of the gentleman from Illinois,

DENNY HASTERT, in offering the amend-
ment, which really made clear our
commitment is to win the war on
drugs, to work with Mexico, to work
with Columbia, to make sure that ev-
erybody who is committed to fighting
the drug dealers is on the same team.

As I said, we are also committed to
lowering interest rates and creating
better jobs by producing a better bal-
anced budget this year; and we are
committed to ending the IRS as we
know it, to have tax relief, and to sim-
plifying the tax system.

But the other item I want to spend a
moment on is welfare reform. I want to
take a moment because not only is it
very, very important to the country,
but it is proof that the Republican Con-
gress has succeeded. The 104th Repub-
lican Congress made a major commit-
ment to reform welfare. It took us over
a year. We passed welfare reform twice,
and twice President Clinton vetoed it.
The third time we passed it he signed
it. It ends the 61-year-old Federal enti-
tlement to welfare, and says if you are
an able-bodied adult, you should have
expectations of working.

Our goal is to help people move from
poverty to prosperity by moving from
welfare to work. Because there was so
much talk about reforming welfare,
people began to hear about it on radio,
on television, in the news media, and
welfare recipients began to voluntarily
come into the welfare offices and say
to the welfare workers, I guess I am
going to have to get trained. I guess I
am going to have to go find a job.

In 22 States welfare caseloads have
already fallen by 20 percent or more.
Think about that. The bill has only
been in effect since January 1, yet with
the psychological momentum, the news
media coverage, the conversation on
the street in 22 States, they have al-
ready had a drop of 20 percent or more
in the number of cases on welfare.

By the way, because we block-grant-
ed the money, we gave the States a set
amount of money that allows them
now to have more money per welfare
family; in fact, one estimate is that
there will be 56 percent more money
available for the families still on wel-
fare to help with child care, with re-
training, and with job placement. So
we see this welfare reform as impor-
tant, not important because of the poor
in terms of let us get them off welfare
so we do not have to pay for it, but im-
portant for the poor because it helps
them become prosperous.

Our goal is not to save the taxpayer,
it is to save those in poverty. It is to
make sure that every citizen has an op-
portunity to pursue happiness which,
after all, in our Declaration of Inde-
pendence, we say that we are endowed
by our Creator with certain
unalienable rights, among which are
life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness. So we are trying to get that Cre-
ator-given unalienable right to the wel-
fare recipient so they get in the habit
of going to work, they get in the habit
of having a job, they get in the habit of
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saving on their paycheck, they begin to
acquire private property.

Then maybe they work with Habitat
for Humanity or, the other pin I wear,
Earning by Learning, a program to
help poor children learn how to read;
and in a few years they are on the road
to prosperity, to becoming middle
class, to becoming normal Americans
engaged in the normal business of
going to work and studying, and en-
gaged in the normal process of having
a home and having a better future.

We are committed. We think we
proved with welfare that we can get a
lot done. We are committed to continu-
ing to work to get a lot done. I just be-
lieve, as our colleagues go home for the
Easter break, that they are in a posi-
tion to report on a very exciting agen-
da, to report on a very exciting success
with welfare reform.

We are in a position to work on the
Crossroads project, visiting local
schools and other programs of excel-
lence, conducting town meetings on
education. We have a chance to have a
school superintendent survey to estab-
lish an education advisory board to
meet with our Governor and our State
superintendent of education to talk
about educational excellence.

I think we really have an oppor-
tunity on a bipartisan basis, and I hope
every Democrat and every Republican
will join in the Crossroads project, and
contact Chairman HOEKSTRA and
Chairman GOODLING to work on how to
improve education.

I believe, based on the record of the
last Congress, that we have proven that
while it takes a while to get it done, if
you keep working at it, it is amazing
what we can get accomplished here in
this Congress. We are going to build on
our success with welfare reform, we are
going to have more successes over the
next 18 months.

I just think starting this weekend,
Members have a chance during their
district work period to really carry out
a message of opportunity, a message of
hope, and a message of working to-
gether as a team on a principled, bipar-
tisanship that gets good things done
for America. That is my message for
the Easter break that is coming up.
f

OUR EDUCATION CHALLENGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentlewoman from Ha-
waii [Mrs. MINK] is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker,
the issue that I wanted to specifically
comment on during this hour that I
have is the education challenge which
the Congress has faced in the past and
must continue to face.

All of the polls that we have seen
over the last year, or perhaps even
longer, indicate that the American peo-
ple are absolutely driven with the con-
cern and worry about the fate of our
educational system. When simply

brought into a room and asked to indi-
cate what they think the most critical
problem and issue this country faces in
the next several years is, without any
prompting, the vast majority of the
persons that are questioned answer
spontaneously, the education system.

So I believe that the Congress is cor-
rect in placing a very large emphasis
on the educational goals for this Na-
tion, and certainly our President is to
be commended for highlighting his
commitment to education, to support
reform, to make it possible for more
families to send their children to high-
er education, to make the educational
opportunities real for families all
across this country.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, with
the national administration committed
to support of education, with our local
communities already engaged in the
process of educational reform, that the
Congress has a very great responsibil-
ity to develop a program which en-
hances the educational programs for
our country.

In that context, it therefore disturbs
me greatly when I am confronted, as
the ranking Democrat member of the
Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, with an ap-
proach that is being sponsored by the
majority, which is called Education at
the Crossroads: What Works and What
Doesn’t Work, leading to the presumed
conclusion that there is so much out
there in education which is funded by
the Federal Government that does not
work that the Congress ought to pay
heed and perhaps revamp the system of
educational support.

I think that completely misstates
the issue, Mr. Speaker. I have been ad-
vised that at various hearings that this
subcommittee has held, and I only
came to this position a few weeks ago,
so I did not participate in the previous
hearings, I went to one a few weeks ago
in Delaware, but it is my distinct im-
pression from talking to staff and oth-
ers that the people who have come to
testify and to give of their views and
impressions about Federal programs in
their area, that the Federal programs
have worked very well; and that while
there are some that perhaps could be
altered or changed, or the emphasis
switched to something else, most of the
people who have come forward have in-
dicated that the Federal programs are
working.

Fundamentally, I think it is impor-
tant also to understand that by and
large, most of the Federal programs for
education, at least in the elementary
and secondary levels, are voluntary.
The school systems, the States, the
districts, come forward themselves to
ask for funding, and they are given, by
and large, a very large latitude in de-
termining how these funds are to be
spent.

They find the target areas, they de-
velop the programs, they manage it,
and of course, they have to account for
the spending. We are not in a position

to allocate funds, even though they are
voluntary, without examining how
they are spent. That is really the re-
sponsibility of the oversight commit-
tee, which I joined. It is our respon-
sibility to see how the moneys are
spent. What works and what does not
work is legitimate, but we are con-
fronted by a document issued by the
Republican majority, consisting of
about 50 pages, and the repeated sce-
nario both on the floor here and else-
where, suggesting that there are just
too many programs. We heard the
Speaker here on the floor make men-
tion of 760 education programs.

I have no idea where they obtained
this list. Someone said it was probably
the Library of Congress or some other
source which collected this data. But it
has no bearing or very little bearing to
the Office of Education and to the
areas of educational responsibility as-
signed to the House Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, of which I
am a member.

As far as I can determine from dis-
cussions with the Department of Edu-
cation, they took a look at this list of
760 programs, and any of the Members
interested might obtain a copy of this
very easily by calling the majority
staff of the House Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce and ask for
this list of the so-called 760 education
programs, and they will be surprised
that the majority of the programs list-
ed here are not in the Office of Edu-
cation, not in the Department of Edu-
cation at all.

The Department tells me that there
are 298 identifiable programs out of the
760 that is often mentioned, 298 out of
760. So why do they go around the
country saying they are 760 education
programs? It is simply not true.

Out of the 298 programs that the De-
partment says are listed in this docu-
ment, 114 have already been elimi-
nated, many of them eliminated in the
list that Vice President GORE and
President Clinton produced at the be-
ginning of their first term. These have
been defunded, eliminated, consoli-
dated. They do not belong on any list.
So the list for the most part is totally
outdated and serves no particular pur-
pose whatsoever.

At any rate, in the 760 programs list-
ed in this document produced by the
majority party, there are 184 programs,
according to the U.S. Department of
Education, that are legitimately listed
as functions and programs that are
currently administered by the U.S. De-
partment of Education.

What else is in here that makes up
the 760? It is important to know that
they have listed all research programs,
for instance, all training programs,
anything having to do with a study ac-
tivity. For instance, in agriculture, a
long list of research programs are list-
ed as well as other kinds of training
grants in that Department, totaling 33
programs.

I am not a particular expert about
the Department of Agriculture, so can-
not analyze the 33 programs, but my
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quick look at it indicates that they are
probably grants that have been issued
by the Department, but they are being
listed as though they were programs
that have to be managed by that De-
partment.

The National Oceanic Administra-
tion, which has to do with the study of
pollution and management and re-
sources of our marine environment, is
listed with 16 so-called education pro-
grams. Most of them, perhaps, are the
collection of data or research or items
of that kind which are terribly impor-
tant, but they do not belong on an edu-
cation list.

The Defense Department has 20 pro-
grams listed in this document, a lot of
it having to do with research activities
that the DOD conducts: information
gathering, information disseminating,
training programs within the Defense
Department. They are not education
programs, as such.

The Energy Department has 22 items
listed. The Health and Human Services
has 169 programs listed in this docu-
ment, and they range from child wel-
fare programs, substance abuse, AIDS
prevention programs, programs for dia-
betes and so forth that the Speaker
was making reference to, all of the
Centers for Disease Control programs
of research, terribly important to this
country, but not education programs.
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Indian health has 10 items here, and
the NIH, which the Speaker was com-
mending for supporting and increasing
funding because it is so vital to the fu-
ture health of this country, has 48
items in here. Does the chair of the
Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations of the House Committee on
Education and the Workforce indicate
by the listing of these 48 programs that
these are excessive interventions in
this area? I seriously doubt it. No one
has taken the time to look through the
760 items on this list. If they did, I am
sure this publication would never have
been released.

We have the National Science Foun-
dation, 16 items, Indian affairs has a
score of items listed in this report, In-
dian health, Indian affairs under the
Department of the Interior, many of
them having to do with resource man-
agement, information, data collecting,
health services, and so forth. The
Transportation Department has 19 pro-
grams listed here. The Justice Depart-
ment has 21. The Labor Department
has 24, most of it having to do with job
training services. Arts and Humanities
has 33.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to
take a look at this so-called 760 item
list that has been frequently men-
tioned on the floor of this House and
referenced by the Speaker as an indica-
tor of the concerns that the majority
has about the directions of the edu-
cational apparatus in the United
States. For one, 760 programs are not
in the Department of Education. At the
most, 184 are. And they have to do with

elementary, secondary education, high-
er education, vocational education and
all the things that are legitimate con-
cerns.

So let us narrow the focus. If we
wanted to truly see what is working
and what is not working in education,
let us refocus on the 184 programs and
put away this diversionary tactic of
suggesting to the American people that
760 programs are out there and that no-
body knows anything about them.
They are being managed by other De-
partments, and it is not the business of
the Department of Education to go in
and become the czar of all of this re-
search, information gathering and try
to manage it as a huge bureaucracy.
That is absolutely antithetical to what
the majority party believes anyway.
They do not believe in this large type
of management facility.

So this search for some kind of in-
quiry that would minimize the import
of the Federal programs in education
by suggesting that there are these 760
programs that are not being managed
well is simply not true.

What we need to focus on in edu-
cation is what really happens in the
Federal funding mechanism. We hear a
lot of criticism that the scores, the
SAT scores are coming down, that the
students are not performing well, that
by other kinds of management or
measurement techniques, the students
are not doing as they should be doing
and that our competitive status in the
world is being threatened because edu-
cation is functioning poorly.

Somehow in putting that criticism
together about education and the con-
cerns that have been expressed by par-
ents and educators everywhere about
the need for greater emphasis on qual-
ity education is lost in the debate be-
cause right now we are talking about
760 programs that really do not exist in
our Department. So let us focus on
what is really happening in education.

Most of the money for public edu-
cation is coming from the local and
State communities. It is not coming
from the Federal Government. The av-
erage Federal contribution of the local-
State budgets for education is some-
where around 6, 7, or 8 percent. That is
all; 6, 7, or 8 percent of the total budget
of the local school district or of a State
is federally linked. The rest of the
funds are coming from local taxes,
local support or by the State govern-
ments in making contributions to the
health, to the education of the children
of that community. So the bulk of re-
sponsibility is in the local commu-
nities, in the management of the funds
that they collect from their own taxes
and from their own constituents.

The emphasis for the school-based
management, the return of the man-
agement of your schools to parents and
teachers and to the students arose
from the fact that people felt that solu-
tions and edicts and management sug-
gestions coming from on top were not
necessarily applicable to local school
districts or even to individual schools.

And so the strength of the parent
movement has suggested that parents
and teachers in a local school environ-
ment ought to be given greater author-
ity to determine the kinds of edu-
cational thrusts that the school ought
to have, how it was to spend its money,
what kinds of additional courses need-
ed to be added onto the program and to
individualize the budget process on a
school-by-school basis.

Many areas have done this. My own
State is one of the early pioneers in
school-based management concepts. I
believe to a large extent it has worked.
The fundamental principle there is
local school control. They make the
decisions. So in this apparent decision
to go across the country to determine
what works and what does not work
does not fit into this whole pattern
which we have established over the last
decade. A program may work well in
one area, but that does not mean one
size fits all and we are to take that
program and try to replicate it, clone
it so that everybody else follows that
same pattern. That is precisely what
the parent-teacher model is specifi-
cally opposed to. Every school situa-
tion is different. They may want to em-
phasize different areas of study or they
may have different problems that they
need to deal with in their school envi-
ronment.

So while the search of what works
and what does not work is important,
it certainly is not to find that premium
program, that absolutely great idea
that works in one area and expect to
replicate it throughout the Nation. I
think that that is absolutely contrary
to this whole notion of local respon-
sibility and local decisionmaking. So
our search for what works and what
does not work ought to be for our own
information in enabling us to deter-
mine what kinds of programs we ought
to emphasize and what programs we
ought to be sponsoring under the Fed-
eral auspices.

Now, in much of the discussion that I
have heard on the floor presented by
the chairman of my Committee on
House Oversight, he frequently has a
large map and he points to the bu-
reaucracy that is suggested by this
map in Washington and argues that the
moneys that are being allocated to
education are not being spent for the
education of our children. In other
words, it is not going to the classroom,
it is not paying the teacher’s salaries
and, therefore, ‘‘It is being wasted in-
side the beltway in this humongous bu-
reaucracy.’’

Well, a simple search of the statistics
in the Department will tell us imme-
diately that the Department of Edu-
cation has probably the smallest over-
head manpower pool of any Cabinet po-
sition in any of the recent administra-
tions. The Secretary tells me that
roughly about 2 percent of the moneys
that pass through the U.S. Department
of Education is spent in personnel in
Washington for the management and
administration of the funding process.
That is a very small amount of money.
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So second, I want to debunk this idea

that the moneys that the Congress has
appropriated for education is somehow
being wasted, on 760 programs, because
that is not true; and second, in the
overly heavy administration or bureau-
cratic mechanism somehow in place
here in Washington. It is not true and
I invite Members to look at the details
and arrive at their own judgment.

The budget process is extremely im-
portant, and I heard the Speaker again
make a challenge to the President that
he come back with another budget
which is balanced. That is an extraor-
dinary request. Basically what I think
it does is to confess failure on the part
of the majority to have their own budg-
et to come forward which is balanced
by the year 2002. That is their basic re-
sponsibility. The Constitution requires
us to be the manager of the funds and
revenues of this Government and to do
allocations for the programs that we
feel are necessary.

The President of the United States,
on the other hand, merely submits his
proposal. He does not enact it. We do.
He proposes. He suggests how he would
like to see the revenues of this country
spent on the various programs that he
favors. I am pleased that he came for-
ward with very large increases for edu-
cation.

I believe the President’s budget will
be balanced in 5 years, 2002. It is dif-
ficult for anyone sitting in this Cham-
ber or anywhere else in the country to
specifically guarantee that any budget
will actually balance out because budg-
ets that are based upon 5-year forecasts
are nothing more than forecasts. They
are projections. They are based upon
assumptions of what the economy is
going to be like next year and the year
after that and the year after that, how
much revenues are going to be forth-
coming into the Treasury, how much
unemployment there is going to be in
the country that might cause a reduc-
tion in the receipts or the necessity to
pay out unemployment compensation
or perhaps other kinds of effects. Infla-
tion might rear its ugly head, for in-
stance, and diminish the strength of
our economy and the gross national
product might not be as vigorous as is
anticipated by this administration.

They have every right to be proud of
the projections they have made over
the past 4 years. Their projections were
always criticized as being too rosy, too
affirmative in terms of what the out-
looks were going to be down the road 4
or 5 years. But it has turned out that
the administration’s budgetary fore-
casts have been very conservative and
that the deficits which they projected
were far too high. In fact, the actual
deficits were far below what they even
thought it would be.

Consequently, to attack the Presi-
dent’s budget document because it does
not balance in the year 2002 is quite an
incredulous performance and really, I
think, confesses the absence of the ma-
jority party to have their own docu-
ment forthcoming.

Under the statute which governs the
budget process, and we could criticize
the process interminably, but the proc-
ess is here and we are required to fol-
low it, and that process says on April
15 the majority has to come forth with
a budget resolution. We have yet to
take it up in the committee.

In addition to serving on the Com-
mittee on Education and the
Workforce, I also serve on the Commit-
tee on the Budget, and so it is interest-
ing to me that we have engaged in this
banter about asking the President to
come forward with another budget. He
does not have to. He submitted one. He
says he believes it is balanced. Even
the Republican designated head of the
Congressional Budget Office in a letter
to the Senate said in her view the
budget was basically in balance and
that there would be a deficit of zero in
the fifth year.
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So the CBO having said that, it

seems to me that the majority ought
to accept that letter and move forward
and produce their budget document for
this House to consider, as it is required
to do, at least by the 15th of April. We
are about to go on a long recess, not
due back until the 7th of April, so in
that period, which is called the district
work period, I hope that the leadership
on the majority side will rethink their
responsibility and work vigorously to
produce a budget that they can defend
and which is equally conservative and
balances out in the year 2002. I think
that is something they owe not only
this body but also the American peo-
ple, all that rhetoric notwithstanding.

The budget process is very com-
plicated and subject to a lot of mis-
understanding. I for one very strongly
support the capital budget idea. The
Speaker made reference to the fact
that people manage their own family
budgets and have to live within the
moneys that they earn and that just as
families are required to do this, the
Federal Government ought to do the
same. That sounds like a very simple
message, but it is far from the truth.

Families do not live on the income
that they earn, and that is the plain
fact. Most families, if they want to own
a home, go to the bank and borrow, if
they want to enjoy a quality of life.
They go to the bank and get a mort-
gage for $300,000 or $400,000 and enjoy a
home that they will eventually pay for
in perhaps 30 years. They go to the
bank and borrow to make sure that the
best quality education is afforded their
children.

Businesses in America do not grow
and expand and become prosperous on a
cash balance basis. Their strength as a
business is measured by their ability to
go to the bank and borrow a million
dollars or $5 million to capitalize their
business and expand and generate jobs
and be productive. Their wealth is de-
termined on their ability to get this
capital funding in order to finance
their ventures, and this borrowing ex-
tends over a fairly long period of time.

State governments, local govern-
ments also have found it necessary to
borrow under a capital budget idea. My
own State, for instance, has a constitu-
tional requirement that the operating
budget must be balanced, but that the
State may also through its legislative
branch approve the borrowing for cap-
ital improvements, roads, highways,
airport facilities, a huge convention
center, an oceanfront development,
university structures and athletic fa-
cilities and so forth. All of these are
now enjoyed by the community be-
cause the State has taken upon itself
the ability to go out and sell bonds and
to build these physical structures.

The Federal budget, on the other
hand, is very unique. It does not have a
separate capital budget, and yet we all
know that a very large hunk of the De-
fense Department, of the space and aer-
onautics budget, the transportation
budget, the airport budget, numerous
other areas of our budgetary docu-
ments are filled with capital projects.

Why is it that the Federal Govern-
ment only has to come up with the
cash, pay-as-you-go concept? It seems
to me that that is really the basis of
our difficulty. If we truly have a zero
deficit constitutional amendment, bal-
anced budget means a zero deficit, it
will completely hamstring, strait-
jacket the Federal Government and its
ability to go out into the market and
borrow for necessary capital improve-
ments.

I hope that a day will come when the
Congress and the administration can
sit down and discuss the merits of im-
plementing a capital budget, because
that is the way to go. Then I believe we
could adopt a statute, an amendment,
a whatever, that would require that
our operating programs, year after
year operating and paying for the serv-
ices that the people expect of their
Government, would be in a budget
which is balanced and shows no deficit
but would allow the Government to go
out and borrow for defense purposes,
for acquisition of strategic weapons, go
to Mars or whatever, build the facili-
ties of infrastructure for our highways
and airports as a necessary, without
confronting the overage year after year
on the negative side in our budget. I
think that that is the way to go and I
hope that our discourse will take us at
that point.

Talking about the budget, I think it
is important, if I may just refer to this
chart, for people to understand where
we are in terms of education funding. I
do not think that the vast majority of
people in the country understand the
significance of this diagram, but this is
what we are stuck with in terms of
what we can budget in our debates here
in the Congress.

Defense spending, although it is dis-
cretionary and comes up to about $266
billion, is not likely to be reduced by
the Congress. It could be, theoretically,
but it is basically a fixed allocation,
and the chance of reducing it so that
we could fund something else is very,
very remote.
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The interest that we pay on our past

debts, which is over $5 trillion, is also
an area over which we have no control.
The interest must be paid, the moneys
were borrowed, and that is a Federal fi-
nancial responsibility, and that is 14
percent of the budget at $248 billion.

Social Security as part of the budget,
it is a fixed requirement. It costs 21
percent of the budget. $364 billion must
be paid out to beneficiaries who are eli-
gible in the system, and there are no
ifs, ands or buts about it, it is a fixed
obligation. We do not appropriate it in
the budget at all. It is an entitlement.

The same is true for Medicare and
Medicaid. Both of them are strict re-
quirements for funding: Medicare at
$209 billion, which is 12 percent of the
budget; Medicaid, $99 billion at 6 per-
cent of the budget. These are fixed re-
quirements and their expenditures are
dependent upon the number of eligible
people who come in to get those serv-
ices.

There are other kinds of entitle-
ments, 14 percent, $244 billion. Those
are the retirements, civil service re-
tirement, military retirements and
other items such as that which are not
part of our budget process.

This small little pie-shaped sector
here is all that is left and all that we
labor to appropriate in the budget
process. All the rest of it is, in my
view, fixed items of allocation. We are
debating 16 percent of the total budget,
or $288 billion, and out of this amount,
out of this $288 billion must come all
the range of services in Justice, in
Commerce, in Interior, in Agriculture,
in research, in NIH, in Health and
Human Services, in Education and
Labor. So that is where this struggle
comes in terms of the budget process.

Anyone that suggests that education
funding is excessive and should be cut
back really has not focused on the
small amount of money that is allo-
cated for education. It is an incredibly
small amount of money, something in
the range of 2 percent of the funding. I
had a chart here, but I seem to have
misplaced it. Education funding rough-
ly is about 5 percent of the discre-
tionary and 2 percent of the total Fed-
eral budget. It is a very small part of
the total expenditure. The total Fed-
eral budget is $1.5 trillion, and the edu-
cation budgeting as of fiscal year 1997,
last year, was somewhere around $28
billion, which is not very much.

In this education budget, you can see
how the funding is allocated. Local
educational agencies receive 39 per-
cent; State educational agencies re-
ceive 13 percent; college students re-
ceive 16 percent of the total funding;
institutions of higher learning, about
15.6 percent; other kinds of group agen-
cies, 6 percent. The Federal share, and
that is what the Republican Chair of
the Oversight Committee is making
reference to, the overhead in Washing-
ton, the Federal share of the total De-
partment of Education outlays is a
mere 1.8 percent, or roughly 2 percent
of the total budget, which is the low-

est, I am told, of any Cabinet agency in
the Government.

There is not an excessive bureauc-
racy and the funding is very low. Any-
one that suggests that too much money
is going into education simply has not
taken a look at the overall budget.
Two percent of the total budget for
education is woefully inadequate.

All the discussion and the voices that
you hear constantly is that education
is the most important responsibility of
our society, to translate to the future
our children’s ability to compete in
business and in trade and in global
interactions. If that is true, and the fu-
ture of this country is to be in the
hands of the children whom we have
the responsibility to educate, do you
not think 2 percent of the Federal
budget is woefully inadequate, 5 per-
cent of the discretionary is woefully in-
adequate?

So I hope in this one area, particu-
larly in this one area, that there can be
a concerted effort on both sides of the
aisle to come together with a commit-
ted program of support for education.
We may differ on the emphasis, but let
us not waste time pointing fingers at
the Department and challenging them
to reduce their bureaucracy when it is
the smallest of any Cabinet agency, or
alleging that there are 760 programs
when in fact there are only 184. Take a
serious look at those 184 and see how
we can expand their impact if they are
good, eliminate them if they are bad,
and continue on the steady march of
increasing and focusing and targeting
the Federal support for education on
the neediest students in our country
and those programs that school dis-
tricts have the greatest difficulty in
funding because of the excessive cost.

It seems to me we can join hands on
that simple agenda and create a great
deal of good for this country and make
tremendous progress.

I shall join the Republicans on their
hearings across the country on Edu-
cation at the Crossroads, because I be-
lieve that the people who will come
forth to testify will support the Fed-
eral presence in education. It is so
small. It is a minutia in the totality of
responsibility that local school dis-
tricts have; 6, 7, 8 percent is not a great
deal of the funding, and most of it is
voluntary. They get to use the money
in whatever capacities they deem best,
and so the essence of local control and
flexibility is there for them to manage.

We should listen to these school offi-
cials, because we have much to learn.
We still do not know why, for instance,
the National Assessment of Edu-
cational Progress report on math re-
cently shows certain schools are very
high on the list and other schools are
very low. My own State scored very
low, and I am distressed by seeing our
State listed at the bottom quarter of
the list.
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Many educators and administrators
will say, ‘‘Well, those kinds of report

cards don’t mean anything. They’re
probably based on erroneous data or
old data or whatever.’’ That may be
true, but it seems to me that if one is
seriously interested in looking at what
is happening to education and how the
States are dealing with it, the statis-
tics that are put forth are very impor-
tant and that we ought to pay atten-
tion to it. That does not mean we have
to abide by everything that is said in
it, but it is certainly a lesson to heed.

The recent report that was published
January 22, Education Week in collabo-
ration with the Pugh charitable trusts,
called ‘‘Quality Counts: A Report Card
on the Condition of Public Education
in 50 States,’’ is a document which I
urge you all to obtain and to study
very carefully if you are interested in
education as a student, as a parent, as
a member of a board of education or in
the school system as an administrator
or a teacher, or someone who is an
elected legislator or whatever. The ma-
terials that are contained in this edu-
cational report are very instructive.
You could probably find nitpicking rea-
sons for discarding this particular
analysis or that analysis, but the ta-
bles that are presented in this report
which rank each State in the perform-
ance based upon a whole range of cri-
teria is very, very instructive.

I found it instructive trying to see
where my State placed, for instance, in
the math scores that were recently re-
leased under NAPE’S and found that
my State ranked in the lower fourth. It
is very disturbing. The best part of the
report said that we probably had the
highest advances in the last 6 years in
terms of the scores, so that is some-
thing of a positive note. But I think we
should look at these statistics and
learn from them what we are doing in
our schools in teaching math.

Certainly it is not the Federal Gov-
ernment going into the schools teach-
ing math. We hardly ever even fund
math per se. We might fund title I,
which takes moneys into the economi-
cally disadvantaged school areas to try
to help students in those communities,
but math as such is not a Federal pro-
gram as far as I can determine. So
looking at math, NAPE’S has picked
out one area of performance by the stu-
dents, fourth grade and eighth grade.
They did this 6 years ago, and they just
released their report now. They do the
same for reading. It is important, I
think, for us to look at the reading
scores and to see how one ranks.

It has in the report the average per
pupil expenditure; very, very interest-
ing to see the States that are spending
a considerable amount of money and
what the results are in terms of aca-
demic achievements. One of the States
that I looked at was New Jersey. Their
average per pupil expenditure is $8,118.
That is a very large per pupil expendi-
ture. My own State is around $5,000, so
it is significantly larger. The report
says that 60 percent of those moneys
that New Jersey spends for education
goes directly into instruction, contrary
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to what the Republicans on my com-
mittee have alleged. This report indi-
cates overall about 60 percent of all
school funding is for instructional serv-
ices.

Now we know to run a school re-
quires a whole lot of other expenses.
You have the school lunch program,
you have the maintenance program,
you have the building program, you
have all these other extras. In some
cases you might even have to have a
police officer and other kinds of protec-
tive mechanisms added. So to find a
school that is spending out of its $8,118
per pupil expenditure 60 percent that
goes into instruction is very, very
laudatory.

Another statistic contained in this
report, and you can do this for every
State; in New Jersey, the percent of
teachers with 25 or less students. That
was 63 percent of their school popu-
lation. This is another point that they
need to be commended for. My State
has somewhere around 40 percent only
of teachers with 25 or less students. So
we have a far distance to go to achieve
that record.

The average teacher’s salary in New
Jersey is $38,422, and it is probably one
of the highest in the country. New
York is a little higher. The average
teacher’s salary in New York is $41,157.

So these States and communities
combined are making a tremendous ef-
fort to put education at the top. People
in a very derisive kind of voice say you
cannot throw money at a problem and
expect to solve it. In the instance of
education I believe that funding edu-
cation is primarily the way to improve
it and to develop quality education.
One way you do that is to hire teachers
that are qualified to teach, and they
have a chart in this report showing
how many teachers in high school are
not qualified to teach the subjects that
they have been assigned by the system,
and you can certainly predict that
those students are not going to do well
if the teacher is not a qualified teach-
er.

So the teacher enhancement pro-
gram, the average teacher salary, the
amount of money that is going into the
system are, it seems to me, key ele-
ments for success.

Why I pick New Jersey is that 97 per-
cent of their public high schools offer
advanced placement. Advanced place-
ment is one of the criteria used in this
report to determine the kind of initia-
tive and thrust in quality education
that the school system is placing on in-
struction, and so the schools that are
putting their money into advanced
placement turn out students that
excel. And so here you have New Jersey
at 97 percent AP courses. New York has
an 83 percent advanced placement
course. So they are doing well. The av-
erage per pupil expenditure in New
York is 7,173 with a teacher average
salary of $41,157.

The No. 1 ranking State in this re-
port in terms of—excuse me, not in this
report, in the NAPE’S report for 1996

on mathematics, the No. 1 scoring
State, and I have to commend that
State, is Minnesota. Minnesota placed
first in the outcome of the examination
on math for their fourth graders and
for their eighth graders. So surely they
must be doing something right in Min-
nesota, and we need to go there to see
what it is so that we can inspire other
school districts to do the same; not to
use the example of Minnesota to force-
feed a program for the rest of the Na-
tion on a one size fits all, but to learn
from the instructional program in Min-
nesota how it is they have done so well
in the instruction of math and to excel
year after year in the command their
students have of this very, very impor-
tant subject. Math and science to-
gether is really the path to the future
if we are to be competitive with our
foreign counterparts. The average
teacher’s salary in Minnesota is $37,570,
so that is an indication also of their
tremendous support.

Sixty-four percent of the moneys
that they collect and spend in edu-
cation go for instruction, and their av-
erage per pupil expenditure is $6,983.

So there is much that I commend to
you in this Education Week. Let us not
just look and hear the rhetoric and ex-
pect that that is the fact or that is the
truth. Let us examine Education Week,
look for your State’s performance.
There are dozens and dozens of criteria
which have been used to make the eval-
uation, some of it more relevant to
some situations and some perhaps not.
But it is certainly a way to start an
oversight investigation course which
takes us across the country to make
this examination.

The Speaker in one of his remarks
made reference to the fact that we
might do away with bilingual edu-
cation. I take strong issue against such
a proposal. Bilingual education is to
teach people how to read and write and
think in English. You cannot abandon
this program with the expectation that
by doing so and forcing students who
are not proficient in English coming to
the class, perhaps speaking at home in
another language, to be able to accom-
plish and learn what they are required
to learn. Performance would be disas-
trously lowered if we did not have this
accompanying program which allows
the students to make a transition from
the language that they are familiar
with and use at home or a language
that they use outside the classrooms.
To bring that language in and to make
it the source of instruction for mastery
of English is really the philosophy of
the bilingual education.

So I hope that the Republicans will
reexamine that issue and not come up
for its eradication.

The House will be debating this week
the matter of flexible time for families.
Again the Speaker made reference to
their strong belief in families first and
their desire to allow families the op-
tion to take a sick child to the doctor
or to go to school to discuss their chil-
dren’s performance in school with the

teachers and other school personnel or
to take an aging parent somewhere.
These are all laudable reasons for al-
lowing people to get time from their
employers to do this important work.
It seems to me that employers
throughout the country have that com-
passion and are willing to make time
available. But the flex time bill, H.R. 1
that we will be debating this week,
does not come close at all to this aspi-
ration that families have for flexible
time.

It seems to me it is very simple for
employers to say, ‘‘OK, you have to do
this for a couple of hours. You can stay
late the next day.’’. That is flexible
time. There is no pay loss or anything
of that kind. But H.R. 1, the compen-
satory time bill that is coming forth
for debate, does not guarantee the em-
ployee his or her choice of the use of
that extra time.

I like to refer to the bill as the repeal
of Saturday and Sunday. You know
under the Fair Labor Standards Act we
had the guarantee that people could
only be worked 40 hours a week. That
meant you freed up Saturday and Sun-
day to be with the family. Long ago,
when the Fair Labor Standards Act
was passed, we had the feeling about
families first and they ought to have
time to be with their families to enjoy
the family situation. If you have an
employer that is going to require over-
time work and not have to pay wages
in time and a half and have the option
of giving time and a half time off at
his, the employer’s, choice, this is not
flexibility for the worker at all. In my
committee we tried to make it more
flexible, more at the option, more at
the choice of the employee, but each
time we offered those amendments
they were struck down.

Consider yourself as an employee
being asked by your employer to stay
late, work Saturdays and Sundays be-
cause there is a job order that has to
go out, the business is in great jeop-
ardy if the schedule is not met. There
is no way that you would turn down
your employer. You would work the
extra hours.

b 1600

You would work the extra hours. You
would have to be away from your fam-
ily the extra hours. That is not flexible
time. That is working for no compensa-
tion at all, because the offer is work
overtime and at some point later you
will get time and a half off at the op-
tion of the employer. That is not fair.

If it is truly family first, family
flexible, then the employee ought to be
able to say, well, I want to take my
time and a half next week, because I
want to be with my children over their
Easter break. There should not be any
allowance on the part of the employer
to say, no, I have to decide for comp
time at a later point.

Under the bill, 260 hours of compen-
satory time can be saved, it can be put
aside for each worker. That is a total
of 160 hours of work without pay, and
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time and a half of that 80 hours would
be the time and a half factor accumula-
tion of 240 hours that you cannot de-
cide when you are going to take, and
the employer will have 12 months in
which to decide when to give it to you.
That is not flexible time. That is a
diminution of quality time with your
family, that is working without com-
pensation for a promise of compen-
satory time off 12 months hence.

The tragedy also is that for many
workers, overtime compensation at
time and a half is what they depend on
to be able to pay for the expenses and
make ends meet. So to have a bill that
will take this away would be truly a
hurtful kind of legislation.

The problems with comp time also go
to the whole bankruptcy issue. Com-
pensatory time off is not wages, and
therefore it does not go into the com-
putation of Social Security benefit
time earned. And if the company goes
bankrupt because the company truly
was in distress, and files bankruptcy,
as an employee owed compensatory
time, not wages, you will not get any
priority payment whatsoever.

This is a bill fraught with a great
deal of potential harm and damage to
working families, and does not meet,
absolutely does not meet, the promise
of flex time and family first, which the
Republicans are touting.

As a worker I want to have my Sat-
urdays and Sundays off, and if I am re-
quired to work either an extra 2 hours
or so during the week or on weekends,
I want to have the absolute right to de-
cide whether I want it in wages or
whether I am willing to take it as com-
pensatory time off, and the time off
should be at my option.

If the bill can be drafted to make
those assurances, I am sure that most

of us will find a happy circumstance in
joining with the Republicans. But as I
see it, the misfortune of so many work-
ers under this legislation would be
forced employment, no wages, and
compensatory time off at the will of
the employer after a 12-month period.

That I think is unfair, unjustified,
and I do not want to see the Fair Labor
Standards Act protection of workers’
40-hour week, and time and a half com-
pensation, which is attributable to So-
cial Security credits and to bankruptcy
protections and all other means for de-
termining benefits, being jeopardized
under a comp time concept.

So this debate this week should be
very, very lively, and I look forward to
the minority side having an oppor-
tunity to debate it and to advance our
objections to this proposal.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of my special
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Hawaii?

There was no objection.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Member (at the re-
quest of Mr. ROGAN) to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. CANADY of Florida for 5 minutes
each day, on March 18 and 19.

f

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Member (at the re-
quest of Mrs. MINK of Hawaii) to revise
and extend his remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. LANTOS.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. ROGAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. QUINN.
Mr. COMBEST.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.
Mr. HYDE in two instances.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mrs. MINK of Hawaii) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Mr. TOWNS.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.
Mr. KANJORKSI.
Mr. LEWIS of California in three in-

stances.
Mr. WALSH.
Mr. BONIOR in two instances.

f

ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday,
March 18, 1997, at 12:30 p.m. for morn-
ing hour debates.

h

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports and amended reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized by various committees, House
of Representatives, during the 4th quarter of 1996 in connection with official foreign travel, pursuant to Public Law 95–
384, are as follows:

AMENDED REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31,
1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Charles Rangel ................................................. 12/12 12/15 China ...................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,909.98 .................... .................... .................... 1,909.98

Committee total .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,909.98 .................... .................... .................... 1,909.98

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

BILL ARCHER, Chairman, Feb. 12, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Jim Kolbe .......................................................... 12/7 12/9 Hong Kong .............................................. .................... 776.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 776.00
12/9 12/13 Singapore ............................................... .................... 1,092.00 .................... 4,229.95 .................... .................... .................... 5,321.95

Hon. Joe Skeen .......................................................... 12/5 12/6 United States ......................................... .................... 135.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 135.00
12/8 12/9 New Zealand .......................................... .................... 238.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 238.00
12/9 12/16 Australia ................................................. .................... 1,501.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,501.50
12/15 12/18 United States ......................................... .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 7,743.65 .................... .................... .................... 7,743.65
Frank Cushing .......................................................... 12/6 12/13 New Zealand .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996—

Continued

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

12/12 12/15 United States ......................................... .................... 493.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 493.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,112.62 .................... .................... .................... 6,112.62

Elizabeth Dawson ..................................................... 10/14 10/19 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,228.00 .................... 48.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,336.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85 .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85

James Dyer ................................................................ 10/14 10/19 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,228.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,228.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85 .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85

Charles Flickner ........................................................ 12/1 12/3 Belarus ................................................... .................... 400.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 400.00
12/3 12/7 Ukraine ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,858.05 .................... .................... .................... 3,858.05
Douglas Gregory ........................................................ 11/15 11/22 New Zealand/Antarctica ......................... .................... 700.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 700.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,850.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,850.95
William Inglee ........................................................... 12/14 12/15 Panama .................................................. .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00

12/15 12/17 Guatemala .............................................. .................... 378.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 378.00
12/18 12/19 Argentina ................................................ .................... 293.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 293.00
12/19 12/21 Chile ....................................................... .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 4,119.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,119.00
R. Scott Lilly ............................................................. 10/14 10/19 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,288.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,288.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85 .................... .................... .................... 3,703.85
James Ogsbury .......................................................... 12/6 12/17 Antarctica ............................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 5,442.95 .................... .................... .................... 5,442.95
Timothy Peterson ...................................................... 12/6 12/13 New Zealand/Antarctica ......................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00

12/12 12/16 United States ......................................... .................... 684.00 .................... 82.00 .................... 120.50 .................... 886.50
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,030.62 .................... .................... .................... 6,030.62

Timothy Sanders ....................................................... 12/5 12/6 United States ......................................... .................... 135.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 135.00
12/8 12/9 New Zealand .......................................... .................... 238.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 238.00
12/9 12/16 Australia ................................................. .................... 1,501.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,501.50
12/15 12/18 United States ......................................... .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 7,743.65 .................... .................... .................... 7,743.65
John Shank ............................................................... 12/4 12/7 Romania ................................................. .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00

12/7 12/8 Croatia .................................................... .................... 331.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 331.00
12/8 12/12 Bosnia .................................................... .................... 1,404.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,404.00
12/12 12/13 Croatia .................................................... .................... 331.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 331.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,891.55 .................... .................... .................... 3,891.55
Paul Thomson ........................................................... 12/6 12/13 New Zealand/Antarctica ......................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00

12/12 12/16 United States ......................................... .................... 684.00 .................... 82.00 .................... .................... .................... 766.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,030.20 .................... .................... .................... 6,030.20

Patricia Schlueter ..................................................... 11/17 11/21 Australia ................................................. .................... 1,230.00 .................... 18.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,248.00
11/21 11/26 Thailand ................................................. .................... 1,018.00 .................... 186.50 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial air ................................................ ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 7,721.35 .................... .................... .................... 7,721.35
Total ............................................................ ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 24,435.00 .................... 76,302.59 .................... .................... 120.50 100,858.09

Surveys and Investigations staff:
Albert J. Boudreau ........................................... 10/5 10/10 Chile ....................................................... .................... 932.50 .................... 3,746.95 .................... 91.00 .................... 4,770.45
Joseph R. Fogarty ............................................ 10/11 10/17 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,117.75 .................... 3,887.75 .................... 23.80 .................... 5,029.30
Terrence E. Hobbs ............................................ 10/11 10/17 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,117.75 .................... 3,887.75 .................... 91.44 .................... 5,096.94
Robert J. Reitwiesner ....................................... 10/13 10/17 Italy ........................................................ .................... 670.50 .................... 3,768.95 .................... 65.00 .................... 4,504.45

10/17 10/17 United Kingdom ...................................... .................... 122.50 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 122.50
R.W. Vandergrift, Jr. ........................................ 10/13 10/17 Italy ........................................................ .................... 670.50 .................... 3,861.95 .................... 99.23 .................... 4,631.68

10/17 10/17 United Kingdom ...................................... .................... 122.50 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 122.50
L. Michael Welsh ............................................. 10/5 10/10 Chile ....................................................... .................... 908.75 .................... 3,746.95 .................... 59.40 .................... 4,715.10
Vicki O. Williams ............................................. 10/5 10/10 Chile ....................................................... .................... 932.50 .................... 3,746.95 .................... 83.85 .................... 4,763.30

Committee total .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 6,595.25 .................... 26,647.25 .................... 513.72 .................... 33,756.22

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Military air transportation.

BOB LIVINGSTON, Chairman, Feb. 24, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Peter Deutsch ................................................... 10/17 10/18 Nicaragua ............................................... .................... .................... .................... 719.95 .................... .................... .................... 719.95
William F. Tyndall ..................................................... 11/18 11/22 Costa Rica .............................................. .................... 553.00 .................... 584.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,137.95
Robert Meyers ........................................................... 11/18 11/27 Costa Rica .............................................. .................... 1,340.00 .................... 584.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,924.95
Catherine Van Way ................................................... 12/11 12/14 Switzerland ............................................. 1,334.22 1,014.00 .................... 906.75 .................... .................... .................... 1,920.75
Susan Sheridan ........................................................ 12/9 12/14 Switzerland ............................................. .................... 1,690.00 .................... 911.95 .................... .................... .................... 2,601.95
Hon. Charlie Norwood ............................................... 12/10 12/10 Bosnia .................................................... .................... (3) .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Charlie Norwood ............................................... 12/10 12/11 Hungary .................................................. .................... (3) .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Charlie Norwood ............................................... 12/11 12/12 Germany ................................................. .................... (3) .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 4,597.00 .................... 3,708.55 .................... .................... .................... 8,305.55

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Lodging, meals provided by DOD.
4 Military air transportation.

TOM BLILEY, Chairman, Jan. 31, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31,
1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

David Adams ............................................................ 12/2 12/5 Bangladesh ............................................ .................... 500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 500.00
12/5 12/8 Nepal ...................................................... .................... 3 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00
12/8 12/10 India ....................................................... .................... 656.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 656.00
12/10 12/14 Pakistan ................................................. .................... 3 699.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 699.00
12/14 12/15 England .................................................. .................... 259.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 259.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05
Paul Berkowitz .......................................................... 12/2 12/5 Thailand ................................................. .................... 651.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 651.00

12/5 12/8 Vietnam .................................................. .................... 1,176.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,176.00
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Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

12/9 12/12 Indonesia ................................................ .................... 1,482.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,482.00
12/13 12/16 India ....................................................... .................... 847.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 847.00
12/17 12/18 Bangladesh ............................................ .................... 150.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 150.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. Commercial Tvl. ..................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,157.95 .................... .................... .................... 6,157.95
Hon. Howard Berman ................................................ 12/10 10/13 Philippines .............................................. .................... 744.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 744.00

12/13 10/16 Malaysia ................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 606.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. Commercial Tvl. ..................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,675.95 .................... .................... .................... 3,675.95

Stephen Blake ........................................................... 12/2 12/5 Bangladesh ............................................ .................... 3 458.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 458.00
12/5 12/8 Nepal ...................................................... .................... 3 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00
12/8 12/10 India ....................................................... .................... 3 581.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 581.00
12/10 12/14 Pakistan ................................................. .................... 3 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00
12/14 12/15 England .................................................. .................... 259.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 259.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05
Elana Broitman ......................................................... 12/15 10.18 Columbia ................................................ .................... 636.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 636.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,556.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,556.95
Frankie Calhoun ........................................................ 12/11 11/13 Taiwan .................................................... .................... 560.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 560.00

12/13 11/17 Hong Kong .............................................. .................... 1,058.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,058.00
12/17 11/22 China ...................................................... .................... 3 1,267.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,267.00

Commercial ...................................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 2,845.22 .................... .................... .................... 2,845.22
Michael Ennis ........................................................... 12/2 12/5 Bangladesh ............................................ .................... 3 456.27 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 456.27

12/5 12/8 Nepal ...................................................... .................... 3 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00
12/8 12/10 India ....................................................... .................... 3 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 606.00
12/10 12/14 Pakistan ................................................. .................... 3 849.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 849.00
12/14 12/15 England .................................................. .................... 259.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 259.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,242.05
Robert Hathaway ...................................................... 10/7 10/8 Singapore ............................................... .................... 3 235.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 235.00

10/8 10/16 Indonesia ................................................ .................... 1,541.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,541.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 5,324.95 .................... .................... .................... 5,324.95

Richard Kessler ......................................................... 10/10 10/13 Philippines .............................................. .................... .................... 744.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 744.00
10/13 10/16 Malaysia ................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 606.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 4,368.95 .................... .................... .................... 4,368.95
Hon. Jay Kim ............................................................. 12/2 12/5 Thailand ................................................. .................... 651.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 651.00

12/5 12/8 Vietnam .................................................. .................... 1,176.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,176.00
12/5 12/14 Indonesia ................................................ .................... 1,482.00 .................... 336.32 .................... .................... .................... 1,818.32

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,991.95 .................... .................... .................... 3,991.95
John Mackey .............................................................. 10/15 10/18 Columbia ................................................ .................... 636.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 636.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,556.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,556.95
Daniel Martz ............................................................. 11/11 11/13 Taiwan .................................................... .................... 3 561.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 561.00

11/13 11/17 Hong Kong .............................................. .................... 3 958.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 958.00
11/17 11/22 China ...................................................... .................... 3 1,250.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,250.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,662.23 .................... .................... .................... 3,662.23
Denis McDonough ..................................................... 10/17 10/21 Nicaragua ............................................... .................... 3 750.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 750.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95
Roger Noriega ........................................................... 10/17 10/21 Nicaragua ............................................... .................... 3 850.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 850.00

............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95

Steve Radenmaker .................................................... 10/17 10/21 Nicaragua ............................................... .................... 3 750.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 750.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,158.95

Joseph G. Rees ......................................................... 10/6 10/8 Philippines .............................................. .................... 3 496.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 496.00
10/8 10/15 Indonesia ................................................ .................... 3 1,541.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,595.95

Committee totals ......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 31,982.27 .................... 60,276.37 .................... .................... .................... 92,258.64

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Represents refund of unused per diem.

BEN GILMAN, Chairman, Mar. 6, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Cordia Storm ............................................................. 11/12 11/17 Italy ........................................................ .................... 1,520.00 .................... 1,220.25 .................... .................... .................... 2,740.25
Edward Grant ............................................................ 11/29 12/6 Ireland .................................................... .................... 1,105.00 .................... 1,188.95 .................... .................... .................... 2,293.95

Committee total .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 2,625.00 .................... 2,409.20 .................... .................... .................... 5,034.20

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HENRY J. HYDE, Chairman, Jan. 30, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Visit to Germany and Italy; September 29–October
6, 1996:

John D. Chapla ................................................ 9/29 10/2 Germany ................................................. .................... 524.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 524.00
10/2 10/4 Italy ........................................................ .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00
10/4 10/5 Germany ................................................. .................... 290.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 290.00

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,212.45 .................... .................... .................... 3,212.45
Thomas M. Donnelly ........................................ 9/30 10/2 Germany ................................................. .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 310.00

10/2 10/4 Italy ........................................................ .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00
10/4 10/5 Germany ................................................. .................... 290.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 290.00

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,175.45 .................... .................... .................... 3,175.45
Douglas C. Roach ............................................ 9/29 10/2 Germany ................................................. .................... 524.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 524.00

10/2 10/4 Italy ........................................................ .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00
Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,616.45 .................... .................... .................... 3,616.45

George O. Withers ............................................ 9/29 10/2 Germany ................................................. .................... 524.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 524.00
10/2 10/4 Italy ........................................................ .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00
10/4 10/5 Germany ................................................. .................... 290.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 290.00

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,212.45 .................... .................... .................... 3,212.45
Visit to Bosnia, November 22, 1996:

Hon. Patrick J. Kennedy ................................... 11/22 11/22 Bosnia .................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00
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Continued

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Visit to Italy, Bosnia, Hungary and Germany, No-
vember 27–December 3, 1996:

Hon. Ike Skelton ............................................... 11/27 12/1 Italy ........................................................ .................... 920.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 920.00
11/29 11/29 Bosnia .................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00
12/1 12/2 Hungary .................................................. .................... 212.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 212.00
12/2 12/3 Germany ................................................. .................... 168.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 168.00

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 501.05 .................... .................... .................... 501.05
Visit to the Philippines, December 5–8, 1996

Hon. Curt Weldon ............................................. 12/5 12/8 Philippines .............................................. .................... 750.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 750.00
Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 5,406.95 .................... .................... .................... 5,406.95

Visit to Panama, December 8–13, 1996:
Hugh N. Johnston, Jr. ...................................... 12/8 12/13 Panama .................................................. .................... 429.82 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 429.82

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,295.95 .................... .................... .................... 1,295.95
Visit to Korea and Japan, December 13–19, 1996:

Hon. Robert A. Underwood ............................... 12/13 12/16 Korea ...................................................... .................... 936.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 936.00
12/16 12/19 Japan ...................................................... .................... 300.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 300.00

Commercial airfare ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 405.00 .................... .................... .................... 405.00
Visit to Japan and Indonesia, December 21–26,

1996:
Hon. Patrick J. Kennedy ................................... 12/21 12/23 Japan ...................................................... .................... 65.50 .................... 12.00 .................... .................... .................... 477.50

12/23 12/26 Indonesia ................................................ .................... 480.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 480.00

Committee total ................................. ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 6,451.32 .................... 17,625.30 .................... 0.00 .................... 24,076.62

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

FLOYD D. SPENCE, Chairman, Jan. 31, 1997.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 1996

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Louis H. Dupart ........................................................ 10/15 10/18 North America ........................................ .................... 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 682.32 .................... .................... .................... 682.32

Kenneth Kodama, Staff ............................................ 10/26 10/30 Middle East ............................................ .................... 1,310.00 .................... 50 .................... .................... .................... 1,360.00
10/30 10/31 Africa ...................................................... .................... 217.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.00
11/1 11/8 Asia ........................................................ .................... 1,904.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,904.50
11/8 11/9 Europe .................................................... .................... 309.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 309.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 5,977.95 .................... .................... .................... 5,977.95
Michael Sheehy ......................................................... 10/28 10/30 Middle East ............................................ .................... 576.00 .................... 50.00 .................... .................... .................... 626.00

10/30 10/31 Africa ...................................................... .................... 434.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 434.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 4,488.25 .................... .................... .................... 4,488.25

Hon. Porter J. Goss ................................................... 11/8 11/10 Caribbean ............................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 256.95 .................... .................... .................... 256.95

Louis H. Dupart ........................................................ 11/8 11/10 Caribbean ............................................... .................... 391.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 391.00
11/11 11/13 Central America ..................................... .................... 200.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Hon. Bill Richardson ................................................. 11/25 11/27 Asia ........................................................ .................... 350.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 350.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 8,364.95 .................... .................... .................... 8,364.95

Louis H. Dupart ........................................................ 12/2 12/6 Europe .................................................... .................... 963.00 .................... 17.48 .................... .................... .................... 980.48
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 2,684.55 .................... .................... .................... 2,684.55

John I. Millis ............................................................. 12/2 12/6 Europe .................................................... .................... 963.00 .................... 68.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,031.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 2,684.55 .................... .................... .................... 2,684.55

Hon. Bill Richardson ................................................. 12/6 12/7 Europe .................................................... .................... 676.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 676.00
12/9 12/10 ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/7 12/9 Africa ...................................................... .................... 568.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 568.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 3,660.75 .................... .................... .................... 3,660.75
Calvin Humphrey ...................................................... 12/6 12/7 Europe .................................................... .................... 676.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 676.00

12/9 12/10 ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/7 12/9 Africa ...................................................... .................... 568.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 568.00

Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... .................... .................... 2,278.75 .................... .................... .................... 2,278.75

Committee totals ......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. .................... 10,829.50 .................... 31,264.50 .................... 0 .................... 42,094.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Military air transportation.

PORTER J. GOSS, Chairman, Feb. 4, 1997.

h

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

2272. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a fiscal
year 1998 budget amendment that would pro-
vide authority to make one-time transfers of
funds totaling $113 million necessary to im-
plement fully the International Cooperative
Administrative Support Services [ICASS]
program, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1106(b) (H.
Doc. No. 105–56); to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

2273. A letter from the Acting Architect of
the Capitol, transmitting the report of ex-
penditures of appropriations during the pe-
riod April 1, 1996 through September 30, 1996,

pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 162b; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

2274. A letter from the Director, the Office
of Management and Budget, transmitting
the cumulative report on rescissions and de-
ferrals of budget authority as of March 1,
1997, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 685(e) (H. Doc. No.
105–54.); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

2275. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule—Imple-
mentation of Section 10A of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 [Release Nos. 34–38387;
IC–22553; File No. S7–20–96] (RIN: 3235–AG70)
received March 13, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

2276. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a copy of Presidential Deter-
mination No. 97–19: Eligibility of Georgia,

Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, Russia,
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, and Uzbekistan to
be furnished defense articles and services
under the Foreign Assistance Act and the
Arms Export Control Act, pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2753(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

2277. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a letter
notifying Congress that on March 13, 1997,
United States military personnel were de-
ployed to provide enhanced security for the
American Embassy in Tirana, Albania and to
conduct the evacuation of certain United
States Government employees and private
United States citizens (H. Doc. No. 105–55); to
the Committee on International Relations
and ordered to be printed.

2278. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
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the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Circular 90–46; Introduction (DOD,
GSA, NASA) [48 CFR Chapter 1] received
March 12, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight.

2279. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Gratuities (DOD, GSA,
NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 96–300; Item I]
(RIN: 9000–AH06) received March 12, 1997, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Government Reform and Oversight.

2280. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Electronic Contracting
(DOD, GSA, NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 91–
104; Item II] (RIN: 9000–AF50) received March
12, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight.

2281. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Letter 93–1, Management
Oversight of Service Contracting (DOD, GSA,
NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 94–008; Item III]
(RIN: 9000–AG86) received March 12, 1997, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Government Reform and Oversight.

2282. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Performance Incen-
tives for Fixed-Price Contracts (DOD, GSA,
NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 93–603; Item IV]
(RIN: 9000–AH07) received March 12, 1997, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Government Reform and Oversight.

2283. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Federal Compliance
with Right-to-Know Laws and Pollution Pre-
vention Requirements (DOD, GSA, NASA)
[FAC 90–46; FAR Case 92–054B; Item V] (RIN:
9000–AH39) received March 12, 1997, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight.

2284. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Buy America Act—
Construction (Grimberg Decision) (DOD,
GSA, NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 91–119;
Item VI] (RIN: 9000–AG81] received March 12,
1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight.

2285. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Collection of Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Universities/Minor-
ity Institutions Award Data (DOD, GSA,
NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 95–306; Item VI]
(RIN: 9000–AH02] received March 12, 1997, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Government Reform and Oversight.

2286. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Allowability of For-
eign Selling Costs (DOD, GSA, NASA) [FAC
90–46; FAR Case 95–021; Item VIII] (RIN: 9000–
AH04] received March 12, 1997, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform and Oversight.

2287. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Independent Research
and Development/Bid and Proposal Costs in
Cooperative Arrangements (DOD, GSA,
NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 95–024; Item IX]
(RIN: 9000–AH03) received March 12, 1997, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Government Reform and Oversight.

2288. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Prompt Payment
(DOD, GSA, NASA) [FAC 90–46; FAR Case 91–
091; Item X] (RIN: 9000–AF61) received March
12, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight.

2289. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Attorneys’ Fees in
GAO Protests (DOD, GSA, NASA) [FAC 90–46;
FAR Case 95–016; Item IX] (RIN: 9000–AH38)
received March 12, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight.

2290. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Contractors’ Purchas-
ing Systems Reviews (DOD, GSA, NASA)
[FAC 90–46; FAR Case 95–605; Item XII] (RIN:
9000–AG75) received March 12, 1997, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight.

2291. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Performance-Based
Payments (DOD, GSA, NASA) [FAC 90–46;
FAR Case 96–005; Item XIII] (RIN: 900–AH22)
received March 12, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight.

2292. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting notifi-
cation that OPM has approved a proposal for
the personnel management demonstration
project for the Department of the Navy, sub-
mitted by the Department of Defense, pursu-
ant to Public Law 103–337, section 342(b) (108
Stat. 2721); to the Committee on Government
Reform and Oversight.

2293. A letter from the Executive Director,
Assassination Records Review Board, trans-
mitting a letter notifying Congress that nei-
ther the President, nor the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget has taken any position
with respect to the Review Board’s rec-
ommendation that its tenure be extended for
1 additional year; jointly, to the Committees
on the Judiciary, Rules, House Oversight,
and Government Reform and Oversight.

2294. A letter from the General Counsel,
Department of Defense, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal years 1998 and 1999 for
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for fiscal years 1998 and 1999, and
for other purposes, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
1110; jointly, to the Committees on National
Security, Government Reform and Over-
sight, International Relations, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, the Judiciary, and
Intelligence (Permanent Select).

f

REPORT OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of

committees were delivered to the Clerk

for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. HYDE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 929. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to ban partial-birth abortions;
with an amendment (Rept. 105–24). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. COBLE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 672. A bill to make technical amend-
ments to certain provisions of title 17, Unit-
ed States Code; with an amendment (Rept.
105–25). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. COBLE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 908. A bill to establish a Commission on
Structural Alternatives for the Federal
Courts of Appeals (Rept. 105–26). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. MCCOLLUM: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 927. A bill to amend title 28, United
States Code, to provide for appointment of
U.S. marshals by the Attorney General
(Rept. 105–27). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. MCCOLLUM: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 924. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to give further assurance to the
right of victims of crime to attend and ob-
serve the trials of those accused of the
crime; with an amendment (Rept. 105–28). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. BURTON: Committee on Government
Reform and Oversight. H.R. 514. A bill to per-
mit the waiver of District of Columbia resi-
dency requirements for certain employees of
the Office of the Inspector General of the
District of Columbia, and for other purposes;
with amendments (Rept. 105–29). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on House Over-
sight. House Resolution 91. Resolution pro-
viding amounts for the expenses of certain
committees of the House of Representatives
in the 105th Congress; with an amendment
(Rept. 105–30). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4

of rule XXII, public bills and resolu-
tions were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. ACKERMAN:
H.R. 1083. A bill to establish certain uni-

form rights, duties, and enforcement proce-
dures relating to franchise agreements; to
the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. ACKERMAN (for himself and
Mrs. ROUKEMA):

H.R. 1084. A bill to amend the provisions of
title 18, United States Code, placing restric-
tions on the sale of handguns to require a
purchaser to reveal if the purchaser is the
subject of a court order of protection; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HYDE:
H.R. 1085. A bill to revise, codify, and enact

without substantive change certain general
and permanent laws, related to patriotic and
national observances, ceremonies, and orga-
nizations, as title 36, United States Code,
‘‘Patriotic and National Observances, Cere-
monies, and Organizations’’; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1086. A bill to codify without sub-
stantive change laws related to transpor-
tation and to improve the United States
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MCCOLLUM:
H.R. 1087. A bill to clarify the method of

execution of Federal prisoners; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. METCALF:

H.R. 1088. A bill to reauthorize appropria-
tions for the conservation of the Washington
salmon fishery through the purchase of
salmon fishing licenses and fishing vessels;
to the Committee on Resources.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 93: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia.
H.R. 165: Mr. PICKETT, Mr. FARR of Califor-

nia, and Mr. CONDIT.
H.R. 166: Mr. JONES and Mr. DELLUMS.
H.R. 167: Mr. DELLUMS.
H.R. 168: Mr. DELLUMS.
H.R. 235: Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. SERRANO, and

Mr. SCHIFF.
H.R. 383: Mr. MENENDEZ and Mr. FAZIO of

California.
H.R. 437: Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN,

Mr. BOYD, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. BONIOR, Ms.
STABENOW, and Mr. BARCIA of Michigan.

H.R. 505: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr.
BARRETT of Wisconsin.

H.R. 553: Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
PASTOR, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH, Ms. CHRISTIAN-
GREEN, and Mr. TURNER.

H.R. 638: Mr. WICKER and Mr. PETERSON of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 659: Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mr.
RIGGS, Mr. DAVIS of Virginia, Mr.
GOODLATTE, and Mr. NORWOOD.

H.R. 674: Mr. BUNNING of Kentucky, Mr.
SHADEGG, and Mr. ISTOOK.

H.R. 680: Mr. VISCLOSKY and Mr. CLEMENT.
H.R. 752: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
H.R. 778: Mr. FILNER, Mr. STARK, Ms. ROY-

BAL-ALLARD, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. SNYDER, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
VENTO.

H.R. 779: Mr. FILNER, Mr. STARK, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. SNYDER, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
VENTO.

H.R. 780: Mr. FILNER, Mr. STARK, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. SNYDER, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
VENTO.

H.R. 789: Mr. PICKERING.
H.R. 804: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. UNDERWOOD, and

Mr. MANTON.
H.R. 816: Mr. FOLEY, Mr. GEKAS, Mr. LIPIN-

SKI, and Mr. ARCHER.
H.R. 825: Ms. CHRISTIAN-GREEN, Mr. OLVER,

and Ms. FURSE.

H.R. 831: Mr. HOBSON and Mr. BAKER.
H.R. 838: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska.
H.R. 872: Mr. BARCIA of Michigan, Mr.

CLEMENT, Mr. COBURN, Mr. COX of California,
Mr. CRANE, Mr. HORN, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
PORTER, Mr. SALMON, Mr. SERRANO, Mr.
SHAYS, and Mrs. TAUSCHER.

H.R. 897: Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin.
H.R. 955: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and

Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.
H.R. 1046: Ms. CHRISTIAN-GREEN.
H.J. Res. 54: Mr. GILMAN, Mrs. MCCARTHY

of New York, Mrs. NORTHUP, and Mr. CONDIT.
H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. WOOLSEY,

Mr. BACHUS, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr.
KINGSTON, Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey, and
Mr. FARR of California.

H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. HORN, Mr.
JONES, Mr. LEACH, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. MILLER of
California, Mr. VENTO, Mr. DOOLEY of Cali-
fornia, Mr. STRICKLAND, and Mr. SCHIFF.

H. Con. Res. 24: Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. JEFFER-
SON, Mr. KLUG, Mr. DOYLE, and Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois.

H. Con. Res. 39: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, and
Mr. BERMAN.
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